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The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
abjection, the nomination will be con-
sidered; and, without objection, the
nomination is contirmed.

EUNEE———— IR

NOMINATIONS PLACED ON THE
SECRETARY'S DESK

The legislative clerk proceeded to read
routine nominations placed on the Sec-
retary’s desk in the Environmental Sci-
ence Services Administration and in the
Coast Guard.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
ohjection, the nominations will be con-
sidered en bloc: and they are confirmed.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
c.ent, T ask that the President be immedi-
alely notified of the nominations con-
lirmed today.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
pbjection, the President will be notified
Torthwith.

R

LIGISLATIVE SESSION

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
Senate return to legislative session.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection?

There being no objection, the Senate
vesumed the consideration of legislative
Dusiness.

S——

RETIREMENT OF SENATOR
McNAMARA OF MICHIGAN

Mr. PEARSON. Mr. President, today
I wish to add my own personal comments
to those of my colleagues who have re-
cited the accomplishments of retiring
senator PAT MCNAMARA,

gince I came to the Senate 4 years ago
1 have had the distinet personal privilege
of serving on the Public Works Commit-
ice with the distinguished Michigan Sen-
ator as chairman. Our committee has
made considerable progress in the last 4
gears, and T wish to echo the comments
of other Senators when I say that Par
McNamara’s leadership and guidance will
be missed. FHMis 12 years of dedicated
and progressive service to the Nation
shall never be forgotten,

1 10 TN o =

RENT SUBSIDIES

Mr. FANNIN, Mr. President, on Feb-
ruary 6, the Arizona Republic in
Phoenix-——the largest daily newspaper
published in my State—published a
thoughtful and well-reasoned editorial
an some of the dangers inherent in a
prouram of rent subsidies. I believe this
editorial deserves a wider audience and
i1 therefore ask unanimous consent to
have it printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
us follows:

{From the Arizona Republic, Feb. 6, 1966]
RENT SUBSIDY Pran

One of the more controversial Great So-
ciety propusals is that of rent subsidies for
those who do not olherwise quality for public
nousing.

Last year Congress approved such a plan,
Hut then the legislators refused to vote the
necessary funds, charging that eligibility
cules were so vague that persons who were
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not poor would qualify for subsidies. Where~
upon L.B.J. came right back this year, asking
for $30 million for reat subsidies in the fiscal
year ending June 30, and requesting that the
yearly payments be incrensed over 4 years
to an annual rate of $150 million.

Under the plan, tenants would pay a quar-
ter of their wages for rent, the Federal Gov~
ernment would subsidize the remainder. If
ihe family’s income increases, the rent sub-
sidy will be reduced proportionately. Unlike
public housing, which requires families to
move after their income reaches a ceriain
level, these famiiies can continue living in
their apartments whatever their income level,
although they will not qualify for a subsidy
if their income excesds a specified ceiling.

Few would deny the need for rich America
to provide adequate housing for its im-
poverished. And perhaps the rent subsidy
plan will succeed where public housing, for
all its good intentions, has not. But we
would hope that Congress examines the pro-
posal with a cold eye, to insure that it does
nots become a carrot for politicians to dangle
before voters.

If such a possibility seems farfetched, we
need only point to the experience of rent
controls, which clearly were used as poli weal
bait to curry votes at the expense of a rela-
tively small minority (ie., the house and
apartment owner).

Tn an incisive recent book, “Welfare, Free-
dom, and Inflation,” world-tfamed economist
Wilhelm Ropke noted:

“We have reached a stage when, to many
people, it sounds strange when we ask the
question why the ecrlier rule no longer holds
gocd; that anyone who can afford to buy his
suit out of his own pocket at the econ.mic
price, should also pay as economic price {or
his lodging.

“ITTow does it come about that an otherwise
perfectly reasonable citizen, who would be
ashamed to let anybody else pay for his re-
frigerator, his motoreycle, or his lunch, has
come to look on it as his unassailable right
to shift part of the burden of the economic
cost of his lodging onto someone else’s
shoulders?”

professor Ropke was not, of course, rofer-
rirg to the truly poor, those whose impov-
erished condition puts them at the mercy
of the state. He meant those greedy citi-
zens who agitate for handouts or subsidles
bocause they kelieve, or choose to believe,
that nobhdoy pays for anything that comes
from the Government—that a handout or a
subsidy is “free.”

By all means, Congress should make pro-
visions for those who genuinely need hous-
ing assistance. But it must take pains to ex-
clude from the Government watering trough
those who merely have their hands out in
hope of something for nothing.

CAPTIVE NATIONS

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, 48
years ago on Feoruary 16, the people of
Lithuania declared their independence.
Latvia and Estonia also proclaimed their
independence the same year. In the two
decades of freadom that they enjoyed
great progress was made. Agrarian re-
form was brought about, culture flour-
ished, foreign trade was expanded, stable
ecurrency was introduced and other
needed social reforms occurred. In
short, the outlock for these small nations
was bright. Independence and freprdom,
unfortunately, were too short-lived, for
in 1940, these small Baltic States were
ruthlessly overrun by Soviet aggression.
Tn addition to exereising totalitarian po-
litical eontrol, the Soviet Union has ex-
ploited the eccnomic resources, stiffled
cultural development and has attempted
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to substitute athestic communistic cere-
monies for the deeply religious feelings
of these brave people in the Baltic States.

Naturally, Mr. President, the sons and
daughters of these captive nations who
jmmigrated to the United States vigor-
ously reacted to the destruction of free-
dom in their former native lands. De-
scendants of the peoples of the Baltic
States continue to point out to the world
this oppression under Soviet rule. All
Americans resent the subjugation of
these small nations. The policy of our
Government reflects these sentiments,
for our Government fails to recognize
the cruel annexation of the small coun-
tries by the Soviet; Union.

Mr. President, I know free people
everywhere join me today in hoping that
the 25 years of enslavement of the Lithu-~
anian, Latvian and Estonian people will
someday be ended and that these small
countries together with all the nations
of the world will be able to determine
for themselves their own destiny.

THE IMPORTANCE OF SCIENCE AND
TECHNOLOGY TO LEGISLATIVE
BODIES

Mr. TALMADGE. Mr. President, last
November when the Interparliamentary
Union Conference met in Geneva, Switz-
erland, which I attended as president of
the U.S. delegation, a most interesting
and informative address was delivered to
the group by BEdward Wenk, Jr., of the
Library of Congress on the increasing
importance of science and technology to
legislative bodies in the world today.

Mr. Wenk made a scholarly and in-
formative presentation, and I ask upani-
mous consent that this address be printed
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD.

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

INFORMATION REQUIRED BY PARLIAMENTS IN A
WORLD INCREASINGLY DEPENDENT UPON Scr-
ENCE

(An address before the Interparliamentary
Union Conference, Geneva, Switzerland,
Nov. 5, 1965, by Edward Wenk, Jr,
Chief, Sclence Policy Research Division,
Legislative Reference Service, Library of
Congress)

Mr. President, Mr. Secretary General, ladies
and gentlemen, it is a very great privilege to
have been invited to participate in this sym-
poslum of the Interparliamentary Union.
‘And it is all the more an honor to represent
the sclentific community at this auspicious
dedication of the Unlon’s new home.

The long history and high purpose of this
body in sceking world peace and enhance-
ment of the democratic process are well
known. IEspecially in Geneva, the city of
peace, I felt it all the more appropriate to
recall the basic relationships of sclence and
politics that constitute the theme of my
assignment. Sclence knows no national
poundaries. In a troubled world, communi-
cations between scientists have often supple-
mented and aided international understand-
ing when political solutions seemed remote.

In the United States, we have a long trodi-
tion of recognizing that politics and science
mix. Benjamin Franklin and Thomas Jeffer-
son actively sought advancement and appli-
cations of sclence to serve public purposes—
then to help a newly developing nation.

Science and the democratic process were
found to blend easily. They still do today.
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ness was going off the books than was being
issued.

The company, along with the rest of the
country, began to recouperate from the shock
and the initlal effects of the depression,
however, and in 1936 Bertrand J. Perry was
elected president of the still-growlng com-
pany. Mr. Perry served as president until
1945, when he became chairman of the board.
When he retired as a director in 1955, his
association with the company spanned 58
years. Alexander T. Maclean had succeeded
Mr. Perry as prestdent and served until his
death in 1950. On May 19 of that year
Leland J. Kalmbach became president and
served in that position until 1962, when he
was elected chairman of the board and chlef

executive officer, and Charles H. Schaaff be-
came the company's 10th president.

In 1951, the company’s 100th anniversary
year, its assets were $1.4 billion. Insurance
in force totaled $3.2 billlon. New insurance
delivered that year amounted to nearly $348
million. .

This past year—19656—new insurance de-
livered amounted to well over $1.8 billion.
Insurance in force passed the $12 billion
level. And assets, which have doubled about
every 12 years since 1928, increased to more
than $3.3 billion. New alltime records in
the sale of both individual and group life
insurance were set during the year with indi-
vidual insurance sales topping $1 billion for
the 7th consecutive year. January of
1965 was the largest Indlvidual-life-sales
month in the company’s hlstory.

Ancother milestone achieved in 19656 was
the surpassing of the $1 billlon level in out-
standing mortgage loans. The company’s
first mortgage loan of $2,000 was made in
1859.

The company today ranks as the 10th
largest in assets of the more than 1,600 life
insurance companles in the Nation. It also
is ranked among the country’s top 22 finan-
cial institutions and the top 40 business
orgahizations in general. The company lists
more than 700,000 individual policyholders,
and is licensed to do business in all 50 States,
thre District of Columbla, and Puerto Rico.
Its Springfield home office staff numbers
some 2,200 and Its field force of 3,500 1s
distributed in 120 general agencies, 285 dis~
trict offices, 42 group insurance offices, and
2 mortgage loan and real estate offices.

Also in 1965, the company occupled a four-
story addition to lts home office site. The
new east bullding, which provides some 184,~
000 gross square feet of additional floorspace,
is one of the largest commercial structures
erected in the Greater Springfield area since
the present home office was built in 1027.
The entire home office complex now occuples
some 85 acres of land.

The company also reported in 1965 that
its new investments now average more than
$1.5 million each working day. Total amount
of the company’s entire investment portfolio
now at work in the Natlon's economy is ap-
proximately $3 billion. The company’s in-
vestment division comprises three major de-
partments—securities, mortgage loans, and
real estate.

The company is considered to have one of
the outstanding fleld forces in the life in-
surance industry today. Substantiating this
is the fact that one out of every eight com-
pany field men and women is a member of
the industry’s elite sales group, the million-
dollar round table. The industrywide aver-
age membership in this group is one of every
72. In addition, one out of every five Massa-~
chusetts Mutual representatives is a char-
tered life underwriter, the industry’s highest
educational designation, compared to 1 of
every 18 for the industry. Also, two of every
five Massachusetts Mutual representatives
have qualified for the National Quality
Award, an industrywlde honor, compared to
1 of 13 in the entire industry.
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The company prides itself on its quality
fleld force, as well as on 1ts contracts and its
policyholder service. The company’s letter-
heads are impressed with the trademsark, “In
Our Second Century of Service.”

Best's Life Insurance Reports, an annual
edition reporting on many aspects of “legal
reserve companies, fraternal benefit socleties
and assessment assoclations operating in the
United States,” makes these comments on
the Massachusetts Mutual:

“The company, how in 1ts second century
of operation, 1s purely mutual and is par-
ticularly a policyholders' institution. It has
long been most ably managed, It ranks very
highly and enjoys & most excellent reputa-
tion in all respects * * *, Every important
benefit and privilege which the company has
given to new policyholders has been given to
old policyholders on the same terms, except
when expressly forbldden by State or other
laws.”

In another section, the report adds: “In
operations a very Important 1tem is expenses,
which have been kept remarkably low. Care-
ful selection and underwriting of business
has produced a very favorable mortality
experience. Policy lapses and surrenders
have been low. Net cost to policyholders is
remarkably low.”

Throughout 1ts history, then, one of the
company’s Ioremost objectlves has been
superlative service to its polieyholders,
Though the implementation of ZIP codes
to its master file is merely one area of service,
1t points up the company’s constant efforts
toward that foremost objective, The com-~
pany, in this area alone, has at all times
coooperated with the Post Office Department.
Since lts inception in July 1961, company
secretary, Harrison B. Clapp, has chaired the
Springfield Mall Users Council, which has
sponsored discussion meetings on the na-
tlonwide improved malil service program, the
accelerated business collectlon and delivery
program, the ZIP code program, and the
scheduled parcel post program, Communica-~
tlons Manager Alexander T. Muir has spoken
on postal matters to varlous groups, and
through nationwide test malillings has as~
sisted Springfield Postmaster Morin and the
New England regional office to provide sub-
stantially improved airmail service for the
ares.

In this area of pollcyholder service and in
every other area, the company, indeed, takes
pride in Best's comment that the Mass-

achusetts Mutual 1s “particularly a policy-

holde{i)instltutlon ”
POLICY BACKED

(Mr, MACKAY asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. MACKAY. Mr. Speaker, Thai-
land understands the domino theory
much better than some of us back home,
the Atlanta Constitution is econvinced.

Editorially the paper declares:

We are In Vietnam to make 1t clear that
communism may not achleve cheaply,
through the guise of wars of liberation, what
it knows would be costly on the open battle-
field, For if we are found wanting in the
will to resist covert aggression, we are in
effect inviting use of the method agein in
other parts of the world.

Thailand knows it is “one of those
barts of the world,” the paper continues,
adding that the Vice President visited
Bangkok ‘“to assure our Thai allies of aid
in case of guerrilla aggression, as well as
to discuss economic development of the
area.”

Because this editorlal discusses an
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issue on which we are committed to
stand firm, it will be of general interest
to my colleagues and I therefore am
making the article available in the
RECORD.
[From the Atlanta (Ga.)
Feb. 15, 1966]
THAILAND UNDERSTANDS

Vice President HUMPHREY’s mission to
Thailand pulls back into focus the underly-
ing reasons for our massive commitment in
South Vietnam. That focus often slips away
in the day-to-day heat of battle and debate
over specific tactics.

We are in Vietnam to make it clear that
communism may not achieve cheaply,
through the guise of wars of liberation, what
it knows would be costly on the open battle-
fleld. For if we are found wanting in the
will to resist covert aggression, we are in ef-
fect inviting use of the method again in other
parts of the world.

Thalland is one of those parts of the world.
The kinpgdom’s rulers know it. Already, ex-
ternally trained or inspired guerrillas are
practicing terrorism in northeastern Thal-
land.

In fact, Thals are concerned that If the
war Is ended in South Vietnam, Chinese and
North Vietnamese efforts may be centered
on Thalland. So they are less than enthusi-
astic about a negotiated settlement.

Thailand has been a consistent friend of
America In southeast Asia. It provides alr
bases that bolster our Vietnamese operations.
And if we should later find it necessary to
expand our troop commitments extensively
and attempt to seal off the Vietcong’s supply
routes from the north, Thailand would be a
base of our operation,

So the Vice President is in Bangkok to
assure our Thai allies of aid in case of
guerrilla aggression, as well as to discuss
economic development of the area.

To the Siamese leaders, the domino theory
is not such an ohject of rldicule as 1t Is to
some back home.

Constitution,

LANDOWNERS BATTLE BRUSH
PROBLEM TO RESTORE GRASS
AND SAVE NEEDED WATER

(Mr. POAGE (at the request of Mr.
Moss) asked and was given permission
to extend his remarks at this point in
the RECORD.)

Mr. POAGE. Mr. Speaker, landowners
of my State and probably of your State
are engaged in a real fight to repulse the
spread of moisture stealing, worthless,
woody plants and brush—more than 50
percent mesquits—that threaten to en-
gulf the land.

It may sound like so much science fic-~
tion, but these dense, prolific brushes
are suffocating the livestock industry
throughout many other sections of our
country, robbing the ranchers of soil,
water and livestock grazing.

The Soil Conservation Service and its
range conservationists have surveyed the
problem twice in the past 18 years and
verify the alarming situation that more
than 80 percent of the grassland in Texas
has become infested with brush.

Neither livestock operators, nor the
Nation, can afford grasslands in poor
condition, nor can we afford to lose the
millions of acre-feet of water consumed
annually by brush and weeds. Water
lost to brush is water lost to all beneficial
use. In Texas alone there is more water
lost In 1 year to brush alone than is
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used by the city of Los Angeles. Just this
morning the President sent this Con-
oress a special message pointing out our
critical shortage of water. Where can
we hope to save 50 much water as cheaply
a8 we can through adequate brush con-
trol?

in the face of this tenacious enemy
Iarmers and ranchers, not only in Texas,
but throughout the rangelands of the
entire country, are struggling to restore
the abundant esrasslands that once cov-
ered our plains and prairies.

The landowners in my district—the
11th Congressional District of Texas—
are excellent representatives of the stal-
wart stewards of soil, water and grass-
land who are waging this battle all across
the United States.

The whole Nation owes these people
a continuing debt of gratitude for their
cofforts at increasing grassland agricul-
ture. to maintain its role in production,
and to protect American agriculture.

Though treatment is going on all the
time, the progress being made against
the woody invader is far from encourag-
ing. Treatment is costly, it is complex,
and there is the disheartening probabil-
ity of reinfestation on treated acres after
a few years. Actually, most treatment
results only in control, not elimination
of brush.

This is a scrious matter and Texas
iandowners have no illusions about the
toughness of the job. On the other
hand, I have no misgivings about their
competence and will to handle it, but
they must have the cooperation of their
government, and above all, we must not
lose to enthusiasm and the momentum
which has been built up over the years.
The Nation will suffler or benefit as these
landowners lose or win the struggle.

The 8¢il Cornservation Service is keep-
ing close watch on the problem and pro-
viding technical assistance in treatment
programs. Its plant materials centers
are working at adapted grasses and
legumes to recapture the land from
brush, but a great deal more research
and work is needed, and important as it
is, brush control is only one of the many
problems which should be studied in a
grass and forage research center. Until
such a center is a reality, one of the larg-
est and most vital segments of our food
supplying effort is going to be without
needed coordination.

HEDWOODS

(Mr. HANNA asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. HANNA. Mr. Speaker, the Presi-
dent’s messape on restoring the quality
of our environment is a remarkable doc-
ument. In addition to masterfully sum-
marizing the problems we face, and the
opportunities which we have neglected, 1t
sets the stage for a meaningful exposi-
tion of the whole problem in the public
forum. It is time that we begin to give
our best thinking to this vital subject.

{ am at heart an optimist. Therefore
T have concentrated my attention on the
opportunities outlined in the message.
The various recreation proposals which
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are outlined in the message scem to me
to be the essence of these opportun:ties.

The proposal that we establish a Red-
wood National Park is a case in point.
But it is not one on which we can ponder
long. We must not allow hesitation or
procrastination te overcome the need
for quick action. Even as I talk, the last
of the great redwoods forest is heing
folled. Only a fraction of virgin forest
still remains and the lumber industry is
making short work of that fraction.

The redwood is a valuable rescurce.
The wood has many unigue and desir-
able characteristics. It resists roiting.
It is almost impervious to insect atiack.
It weathers well. It is beautiful and can
be worked easily. This is the reason
there is a steady demand for its use in
lawn furniture, house siding, and dec-
orative fences. Its resistance to insects
is also the reason why it lives for thou-
sands of years in its native state.

But the redwood is also & national re-
source that must be preserved. I do not
suggest that we deny the lumber indus-
try the right to use redwoods. I do sug-
gest that, considering their needs, wi de~
vise some way to preserve part of the
ferest for future generations.

Redwonds are fast-growing trees. 'They
replace themselves as usable lumber
within 100 years. It is my feeling that
it. would serve all purposes, the naturalist
and the public, and the lumber industry,
to preserve part in virgin stand and al-
low the remainder to be managed in the
manner the lumber industry does sc well,
to provide sustained yields of a valuable
lumber.

Establishing a Redwood Park does not
preclude lumbering. Preserving a unique
and unparalleled scenic masterpicce is
rot antithetical to the interests oi the
lumber industry.

You have all heard of the Cedars of
Lebanon. I am told that a bare rem-
nant is left. In fact, this storied grove
of trees existed mostly intact weli into
this century. Now the remaining virgin
forest is measured by individual trees,
some of which are a thousand years old.
The visitor today is not struck bv the
beauty of the individual trees in their
unique majesty, but rather is appalled
at the short-sightedness of the men who
allowed all but this pitiful remnant to
be cut and used. I propose that, when
the administration’s proposal for a park
reaches this House, we find a way to en-
act it quickly, lest we be judged in the
same manner the stewards of the Cedars
of Lebanon are now judged.

TRAILS

(Mr. RONCALIO asked and was ziven
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. RONCALIO. Mr. Speaker. the
President has addressed our attention to
the problem of restoring the quality of
our environment. It was a disturbing
message. I admire his courage in de-
tailing, in such graphic form, our so-
ciety’s “sins of omission.”

We did not consciously set out to de-
stroy our environment, but rather like
Topsy, it “jest growed that way.” But
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whatever the reason, it is time we faced
our obligations squarely and set about
righting the wrongs we have visited on
what most of us consider the mest beau-
tiful piece of real estate in the world.

I was particularly impressed with the
President’s reference to the establish-
ment of a nationwide system of trails.
A visit to the C. & O. Canal on Sunday
illustrates the universal appeal a pleas-
ant surrounding and a path have for our
citizens.

There is no reason why we cannot en-
courage this type of facility throughout
the country. By the turn of this cen-
tury it is estimated that 85 percent of
our people will live in cities as opposed
to 65 percent now. As the cities grow the
land that is available will be put to some
use. Part of that land should be reserved
for just such simple pleasures as the
weekend stroll. It would have been a
tragic waste of good real estate had the
C. & O. Canal been filled in and con-
verted to residential or industrial use.
But throughout this country this is ex-
actly what is happening to other lands
within or adjacent to our great cities.
No one is consciously planning its
destruction and removal as a recreational
asset, it is just happening because there
has been no thought given to this type
of use. This certainly is a sin of omis-
sion.

We can stimulate local communities
to provide facilities for the stroller, the
walker and the hiker. They should
be located near him.

A nationwide system of trails will
stimulate local communities to provide
their own systems.

A program to encourage the establish-
ment of trails and hiking paths need not
be an expensive one. The land and
water conservation fund will surely en-
courage development but mostly it re-
quires that government provide the
vision and the leadership by judicious
designation of areas already in the pub-
lic ownership. By making such a de-
signation of suitable areas the Federal
Government can stimulate the develop-
ment of a trails system which will meet
the needs of both the urban dweller and
the serious outdoorsman. Wyoming is
pleased to recognize this national need
and to help fulfill it, Mr. Speaker.

BENNETT CITES NEED TO CHANGE
SYSTEM COF ELECTING PRESI-
DENT

(Mr. BENNETT asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks.)

Mr. BENNETT. Mr. Speaker. since
1959 I have introduced and supported
legislation to change the system of ¢lect-
ing the President and Vice President of
the United States. I am gratified that
there is a renewed interest in this major
constitutional problem and I am hopeful
that positive action will take place in the
89th Congress.

I am today reintroducing legislation
first introduced by me on the opening
day of the 87th Congress dealing with
this important subject.
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The stalwart resistance they have shown
and are showing cannot help but be a source
of inspiration to others suffering under the
same yoke.

And especially is 1t an inspiration to those
of us living under a flag of liberty.

By observances such as this you are re-
minding yourselves and free men everywhere
that human bondage has not yet been wiped
from the face of the earth and that much
needs yet to be done.

The way may well be long and hard for all
of us.

Freedom was never easily won. Itis never
easily held.

Four times since I was & young man in the
uniform of World War I, my country has
come to the defense of freedom.

We are in such a conflict today, and we
must be prepared for whatever else may be
demanded of us in the months and years to
come.

As we look ahead, 1t might be well to re-
call the words of the late John Foster Dulles,

. Secretary of State under our great Presldent,

- tion,

Dwight D, Eisenhower.

Speaking at the congressional lnquiry into
the incorporation of the Baltic States by the
U.8:S.R. 13 years ago, Secretary Dulles said
this:

“What of the future? First of all, let us
never lose hope that there 1s a future.”

“I recall,” he sald, “I was looking in my
Bible yesterday—some of the earllest history
recorded In the books of the Old Testament.
The nations there mentioned are such as
Israel, Arabia, Egypt, ahd Lebanon. How
many times have these natlons of many
thousands: of years ago been submerged, to
rise again?”’

“The Baltic peoples,” Secretary Dulles
continued, “in the face of every imposition,
retain their will to be free and maintain
their steadfast opposition to Soviet despot-
ism. Terrorism has been prolonged now for
13 years. Many of thelr courageous and
noble representatives have been executed,
deported, or -driven into exile. But their
martyrdom keeps patriotism alive.” .

Then Secretary Dulles sald this:

“Some may say that it s unrealistic and
impractical not to recognize the enforced
incorporation of Estonla, Latvia, and Lith-
uania into the Soviet Union. We helleve,
however, that despotism of the Soviet type
cannot indefinitely perpetuate its rule over
hundreds of millions of people who love
God, country, and who have a sense of per-
sonal dignity.”

“The Soviet system which seeks to ex-
punge the distinctlve characterlstics of na-
creed, and individuality must itself
change or be doomed ultimately to collapse.
The time of collapse depends largely on
whether the peoples who remain Iree pro-
duce spiritual, Intellectual, and material
richness; and whether we have a faith that

can penetrate any Iron Curtaln; and we,

must be sure that captive peoples know that
they are not forgotten, that we are not
reconciled to their fate, and above all, we
are not prepared to seek 1llusory safety for
ourselves by a bargain with thelr masters
which would confirm their captivity.”

Let me say now for myself: As Majority
Leader in the U.S. House of Representatives
at the time Mr. Dulles made that statement,
I shared those sentiments with him,

I still hold to them.

We would be gullty of wishful thinking
if we believed the collapse of the Soviet
Union is imminent.

But there is a growing evidence that- all
is not well with the Red conspiracy.

Cracks are beginning to show in the com-
munist front.

Mr, Castro, who not so long ago was wel-

.coming the Red Chinese to his shores and

boasting of his alllance with them, now ac-
cuses them of bad faith.
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Red China, In turn, 1s increasingly bel-
ligerent toward Russia, accusing the U.8.8.R.
of all sorts of things, while the Kremlin
casts an increasingly wary eye at the inten-
tions of Chou En-lal and Mao Tse-tung.

Apparently there has been a falling out
among thleves.

This is the weakness of gangsters, whether
they are gangsfer lords of the numbers games
or gangster nations.

They rule only through terror and vio-
lence. There is no sense of honor within
their own ranks.

And there is room for only one at the top

on the world of dictators.
« I learned with gratification that the re-
cently completed Ecumenlcal Councll in the
Vatican consecrated two Lithuanian bishops.
This, it seems to me, is a sighificant develop-
ment for Lithuanians here and abroad.

And I read with a great deal of interest
that Communist masters are becoming in-
creasingly concerned about the generatlon
of young Lithuanians.

As I understand it, they are becoming a
touchy problem.

It seems they just are not conforming the
way they are supposed to.

They refuse to be brainwashed.

We hear there are commotions when Com-
munist Party or governmental decisions have
been published and when the campalgn to
explain them and enforce them 1s underway.

In other words, a lot of Lithuanians just
are not buying this business of government
from the top down.

Thus is history repeating itself in this
brave country.

Because through the ages, whether occu-
pied by German, Polish, Swedish, or Russian
forces, the people of Lithuania have re-
mained falthful to their culture, thelr his-
tory and their church,

Every year in the House of Representatives
many Members arise to join with you in the
observance of the anniversary of your Inde-
pendence Day.

And I find one theme running through the
remarks by my colleagues on this occasion-—
a universal respect for the character of the
Lithuanian people,

Today, as I am sure you know, the largest
Lithuanian community beyond the borders
of your native land is here in America, with
more than a million of your counirymen
having been welcomed to our shores.

Here you are giving full measure of your
energies and talents to help us produce that
spiritual, intellectual and material richness
thet will speed the end of bondage for all
freedom-loving people.

One thing the Communists either refuse
to believe or Just do not understand: that
“Truth, crushed to earth shall rise again.”

There 1s solid evidence that truth is rising
again in Lithuanla in spite of all Soviet efforts
to keep it down.

Our task here in this great land of freedom
and opportunity, of blessings and bounty, is
to make sure the people of Lithuania know
they have a powerful and faithful friend who
hes not forgotten and will not forget their
hopes and aspirations,

Thank you for ihviting me to take part
in this significant occasion.

BOXCAR SHORTAGE
ROUND PROBLEM

(Mr. LANGEN (at the request of Mr.
BurtoNn of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the REcorp and o include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. LANGEN. Mr. Speaker, the box-
car shortage at harvesttime has grown
into a year-round problem, and I have
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the House Interstate and Foreign Com-
merce Committee. I have asked the dis-
tinguished chairman of that committee
to request a rule on the Senate-passed
bill to give the Interstate Commerce
Commission additional rate-setting pow~
ers that would lead to an adequate sup-
ply of boxcars in all parts of the Nation.
This is the bill for which hearings were
held by the House Interstate and Foreign
Commerce Committee last fall, in which
many of our colleagues, including myself,
spoke in support of passage.

The Interstate Commerce Commission
tells me that the boxcar shortage has -
been in existence in varying degrees of
severity for 17 years, and that the Com-
mission would be in an excellent position
to remedy the situation if the House joins
the Senate in passing this bill giving the
ICC the authority to establish reasonable
per diem rental rates on boxcars.

The House Committee completed the
hearings on this bill last year, and all
that now needs to be done is for the com-
mittee to request a hearing from the
Rules Committee so that the bill can
reach the House floor for action. TIhope
this is done without delay, so an end can
be put to the deplorable situation that
sees the Nation’s boxcar supply decreased
by over 2,000 cars a month. With
mounting international problems and
plans to increase food shipments to
needy nations, the United States cannot
afford to have a further deterioration in
the railway freight system.

(Mr. ASHBROOK (at the request of
Mr. BurtoN of Utah) was granted per-

“mission to extend his remarks at this

point in the REcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

[Mr. ASHBROOK'’S remarks will ap-
pear hereafter in the Appendix.1

(Mr. CLEVELAND (at the request of
Mr. Burton of Utah) was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

[My. CLEVELAND'S remarks will ap-
pegr hereafter in the Appendix.l

WHEELING NEWS-REGISTER AND
CHARLESTON GAZETTE PUBLISH
FORTHRIGHT VIETNAM EDITO-
RIALS

(Mr. MOORE (at the request of Mr.
BurtoN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extra-
nedus matter.)

Mr. MOORE. Mr., Speaker, there is
mounting concern in my State about our
involvement in Vietnam. Two promi-
nent Democratic newspapers in West
Virginia have_published forthright edi-
torials reflecting this concern. They are
the Wheeling News-Register and the
Charleston Gazette.

So that my colleagues will have an

.opportunity to read these penetrating

editorials I include them in my remarks.
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cent of the voting-age population went to
lho polls in the November 1964 election.
The election specified by the voting rights
law as the test was a presldential election.
"'his usually attracts in some parts of the
country a large percentage of voters, but just
the opposite may happen in other parts. In
the South, for example, where the Dema-
cratiz party has been dominant for many
years and the party for which the State’s
electoral votes will usually be cast has for a
long time bheen a foregone conclusion, many
citizens feel their vote would be superfiuous.

Yeb the law says that in any State where
a litaracy “test or device” existed and the
turnout was less than 50 percent in the 1964
presidential election, either statewide or in a
subdivision, Federal voting examiners may
be appointed and the tests suspended, while
the State is penalized for a perlod of 5 years.
I"he Supreme Court Is now dealing with the
constitutionality of these provisions, and in
the recent arguments before the Court some
of the Justices questioned the basis for the
50-percent rule.

‘I'he New York City election is a conspicu-
pus illustration of how Inconclusive or
irrelevant the 60-percent yardstick can prove
to be.

RIEV. DR. BERNARD BRASKAMP,
CHAPLAIN

{Mr. CLANCY (at the request of Mr.
BurroN of Utah) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in the
IRecorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. CLANCY. Mr. Speaker, it was
with deep regret that I learned last night
of the death of our beloved chaplain, the
Reverend Dr. Bernard Braskamp. In
these troubled times we all leaned heavily
on his spiritual guidance and inspiration.
The prayers he offered at the opening of
our aily sessions were filled with wisdom
and deep concern for our Nation.

Dr. Braskamp was a most conscienti-
ous and devoted servant of mankind.
His own great personal integrity, his
loyalty and dedication have been an in-
spiration to all of us. I believe it is the
universal sentiment of the House that he
has endowed us with a spiritual enrich-
ment that we shall long remember. He
gave us renewed strength and courage in
difficult times.

Ior 40 years Dr. Braskamp served as
pastor of churches in the Washington
area and then in 1950 assumed his duties
with the U.S. House of Representatives
as its first full-time Chaplain. We were
forfunate indeed to have the benefit of
the roinistrations of 2 man of his caliber,
and I wish to join my colleagues in pay-
ing tribute to his everlasting memory.

e e AR TR

(Mr. MORSE (at the request of Mr.
Burtow of Utah) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in the
Recorp and to include extraneous mat-
Ler.)

Mr. MORSE’S remarks will appear
hercafter in the Appendix.]

R

(Mr. MORSE (at the request of Mr.
BurroN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the ReEcorp and to include extraneous
madtter.)

IMr. MOREE’S remarks will appear
hereafter in the Appendix.]
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REDEDICATION TO THE CAUSE OF
LITHUANIAN INDEPENDENCE

(Mr. HALLECK (at the request of Mr.
Burton of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extrane-
ous matter.)

Mr. HALLECK. Mr. Speaker, it was
my recent pleasure to be invited to speak
at an observance of the 48th anniversary
of Lithuania’s Independence Day.

The program, held in Beverly Shores,
Ind., was sponsored by the American-
Lithuanian Club of Beverly Shores and
featured a colorful presentation of Lith-
uanian folk songs and dances, with par-
ticipants wearing native costumes.

Under leave to extend my remarks I
would like to include the observations I
made on that occasion, Sunday, Febru-
ary 13:

Avpriess BY Mr. CHaRLES A, HALLECK

In one sense I am happy to be with you
today. Happy, particularly to meet with
you, to enjoy your friendly hospitality and
to take part in the observance of a historic
oceasion.

On the other hand, apart from the feeling
of fellowship, we cannot really rejoice that
the 48th anniversary of Lithuania’s inde-
pendence must be celebrated “in exile,” so to
speak. We would all rather, very much
rather, that the situation might be other-
wise—that we could be celebrating a con-
tinuation of Lithuania’s independence and
membership in the world's family of free
nations.

But I can say, honestly and sincercly, that
I am proud to be here.

I am flattered that you have asked me to
be with you on this ceremony of rededication
to the cause of Lithuania's independence.

In a larger sense what you are doing here
today is rededicating yourselves to the cause
of freedom for all mankind.

You are demonstrating your opposition to
tyranny in whatever form.

Certainly nobody knows better the mean-
ing of the words “freedom” and ‘“tyranny”
than the Lithuanian people.

Throughout their difficult history they
have had to take up arms against invading
armies.

To the people of your gallant nation, tyr-
anny is not just a word found in speeches.

It is a real and terrible experience.

By the same token, to the Lithuanian
people freedom is not something to be taken
for granted, like the air we breathe.

Freedom s something for which they have
for centuries fought and died.

Let's review a little history.

Forty-elght years ago, almost to the day,
the Lithuanian nation proclaimed its inde-
pendence. This marked the survival of this
country, with its long history and rich tradi-
tlons, in spite of more than a century in the
hands of the Russian czars. .

Reborn in the midst of World War I, Lith-
uania was able to assert her independence
only after Soviet troops, which had moved
into her territory, had been driven out with
Allied help.

On July 20, 1920, in a treaty with Lith-
uania, the Soviet Government declared “the
right of all nations to free self-determina-
tion” and, on this basis, recognized ‘“the
sovereign rights and independence of the
Lithuanian state.”

The Soviet Government further renounced
for all tirne “all the soverelgn rights of Rus-
sia over the Lithuanian people and their ter-
ritory.”

During the two decades of Lithuanian in-
dependence which followed, the Soviet Gov-
ernment reiterated these pledges in other
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agreements with the Lithuanian Govern-
ment.

As late as October 1939, while foreing Lith-
uania to sign a “mutual assistance pact,”
the U.S.8.R. claimed to guarantee Lithuania’s
independence.

By that time, as we now know, the Soviets
had already reached secret agreemnts with
Nazi Germany under which the Baltic States
were to fall within the Soviet sphere of in-
fluence.

Thus Lithuania, as so many times before,
had again become a pawn on the chessboard
of liuropean power politics.

By the summer of 1940 Lithuania had been
occupied by Soviet troops and, after rigged
clections during July of that year, the coun-
try was incorporated into the Soviet Union.

And, as we all know, "“incorporated” means
that Lithuania was declared to be an integral
part of the Union of Soviet Socialist Re-
publics.

It is not merely a satellite country, but has
been totally swallowed up, with not even the
pretense of a separate nation.

Thus did the Communists betray their
earlier promise to recognize the sovereign
rights and independence of the Lithuanian
state. It was typical of Soviet treachery.

Everyone recognized that the claim of self-
determination was pure fiction—an insult
to the intelligence of all loyal Lithuanians.

The United States was quick to denounce
this illegal act and has consistently refused
to recognize the forced. incorporation of
Lithuania into the U.S.S.R.

And in spite of the walls behind which
the Soviet Union seeks to hide it, we know
that the Lithuanian people have not accepted
the denial of their independence.

I recall that some years back, a committee
of the House of Representatives exposed the
Soviet use of deportation, persecution, and
economic exploitation in an effort to con-
solidate its control of Lithuania.

But none of these actlons has destroyed
the enduring will of the Lithuanian people
for freedom and independence. In short,
the U.S.S.R. has been unable to cither “Rus-
sianize” or “Sovietize” the Lithuanian peo-
ple. I know that you are not surprised at
this.

Nor do I think that anyone who knows
the character of the Lithuanian people is
surprised that a8 nation which has produced
such great champions of liberty as Mindau-
gus and Vytautas the Great—and which got
the sweet taste of freeclom under President
Smetona—refuses to forget its own history.

We are not surprised that a people as vig-
orously independent as the Lithuanians re-
fuses to submit to forced ‘collectivization.”

Nor are we surprised that such a deeply
religious people refuses to renounce God.

And we are not surprised that a people
with such a rich and distinct ethnic and
cultural background and tradition refuses
stoutly to even pretend to be “Slaviec.”

In a word, the fréee world is not surprised
at the courage of the Lithuanian people now
struggling under the stifling hand of com-
munism, or at thelr determination to one
day regain the independence they have tem-
porarily lost.

For history has demonstrated, time and
again, that Lithuania is a nation with 2
fighting heart.

But I have an idea I know who Is sur-
prised: the rulers in the Kremlin.

Because they have failed to destroy the
Lithuanian nation as a distinct people.

For that is exactly what the Red regime
has tried to do.

But all of the well-known Communist
techniques—from use of outright force and
terror to sly propaganda and “re-educa-
tion”—have not succeeded in subverting the
Lithuanian character or in destroying the
Lithuanians’' sense of ldentity and love of
freedom.
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[From the Wheeling (W. Va.) News-Register,
Feb. 21, 1966]

WHERE THE REAL DANGER LIES

In arguing for the administration’s stand
in Vietnam, Secretary of State Dean Rusk
constantly seeks to draw a parallel between
Vietnam and the war against Hitler, thus
arousing all the complex emotions bound up
with World War II and its aftermath.

Yet any analogy between an international
war precipitated by a dictator’s career of
prazen territorial conguest, and the conse-
quences of a social revolution arising from
the ashes of colonialism, 18 utterly false.

There has been aggression in Vietnam, we
admit. But the essentlal facts are that an
indigenous national revolution began there
during the Japanese occupation, that under
Communist leadership the revolution swept
away French colonial rule, that to fill the
vacuum an international agreement was
reached at Geneva providing for military
neutralization and self-determination for all
of Vietnam, and that the United States then
set out to upset the Geneva pacts by estab-
lishing a military satellite in South Vietnam,

North Vietnam’s response, first by supply-
ing and tralning guerrillas and then by send-
ing in Its own troops, was certainly aggres-
sive, but it was above all & response. To
equate 1t with Hitler's aggressions across na-
tional frontiers is a spurious debating tac-
tic and nothing more. Were the two situa-
tlons comparable, the Unlted States would
have no trouble winning support and sym-
pathy from the overwhelming majority of
U.N. members, as we did in resisting a gen-
uine case of internationally indicated aggres-
sion in Korea. Support and sympathy in the
U.N. on Vietnam is something we conspicu-
ously do not enjoy.

As long as Mr, Rusk and others high in the
administration insist on distorting and mis-
representing the true facts of this sltuation
the greater the chances of an even wider war
at the expense of thousands of American
lives.

If we will stop confusing the containment
of China with the containment of commu-
nism, we will understand that the best bar-
rier to Chinese national ambitions is the
indigenous nationallsm of southeast Asia~—
which Ho Chi Minh represents in Hanol
whether we lke it or not, and which a
neutralized coalition regime could represent
in Saigon. '

Some fear that if we left it to the Vietnam-
ese to make their own cholice the two Viet-
nams might later be reunified under Commu-
nist control. This 1s not at all certain. Yet
even s Communist Vietnam, truly expressive
of popular aspirations and militarily neutral-
ized under Russian, American, and perhaps
U.N. guarantees, could stabilize the area far
better than an open-ended American military
commitment which generates its own insta-
bility. The issue 1s not one of ideology,
but native, anticolonlial revolution.

The real danger in the administration’s
blind position with Vietnam is the general-
izing of this particular adventure into a doc-
trine of counterrevolutionary responsibility.
‘To say that we have a duty to wage a war of
antiliberation wherever the Communists
choose to wage a war of liberation is to ful-
fill their own prophecy for them. America
has in fact no obligation to police the world
against social uprisings, and could not do
so if 1t tried. Whatever the outcome In
southeast Asla, let us avold being trapped by
Marxist dogme into accepting a role the
Marxists invent for us.

[From the Charleston (W. Va.) Gazette,
Feb. 22, 1966]
VIETNAM RAISES QUESTION OF WHO'S
BEING CONTAINED
Assuming even that South Vietnam'’s Gov-
ernment is prepared to initiate the desirable
and necessary reforms outlined by President
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Johnson at Honolulu, no one should get the
idea that the war will suddenly terminate.

To begin with, Laos recetived, under the
Kennedy administration, more aid per capita
than any other country. Yet, as Arthur M.
Schlesinger, in his recent book makes clear,
“Laos simply did not have the national or so-
cial structure to absorb the remorseless flood
of American bounty.” South Vietnam, of
course, 1s considerably worse off than Laos
ever was,

And in the second place, the assumpiion
that Marshal Ky’s privileged regime is an-
xious to spread the wealth around ranks on
a par with the assumption West Virginia's
Board of Public Works is panting to sup-
port executive budget and short ballot
amendments. By this time Americans
should have realized the vested elite, home
or abroad, never surrenders prerogatives and
powers voluntarily. .

“There are” said the New York Times,
about a week ago, “no shortcuts out of the
Vietnamese morass.”

Indeed, if there were, the world may rest
assured President Johnson long ago would
have discovered them and acted upon them,
The President, whose political antenna, in
any event, is as sensitive as any man’s, is
well aware of the divisive force the Vietnam
war has become in our soclety and what that
division can do to wreck consensus govermn-
ment.

To quote the Times again:

“The United States is in for a long, hard,
more costly, and more dangerous war.”

France found this out during the late
1940's and early 1950's.

Unwilling to learn from France's bitter
lesson, apparently the United States must
suffer through a similar harsh experlence.

Despite advice from every acknowledged
Far Eastern expert, including General Mac-
Arthur, that the United States has no busi-
ness gettlng bogged down in a land war on
the Asian Continent, the United States 1s
now in a full-scale land war on that con-
tlnent and daily pouring additional Ameri-
can lives down a vast, bottomless maw.

The war is being pursued and carried out
largely on the advice of diplomats and mili-
tarists who have consistently and unerring-
1y erred in their predictions as to what was
required to win the war and who have yet
to admit they and their panaceas have been
everlastingly wrong.

The eternal excuse for failure has been
not enough. Not enough firepower wad
brought to bear, not enough bombs were
dropped, not enough of the right targets
were hit, not enough American troops were
committed to South Vietnam’s defense, not
enough of our allies have wakened to the
seriousness of the situation, not enough re-
solve has been demonstrated by the United
States to convince Hanol and the Vietcong
of our purpose in Vietnam. Always not
enough—never a doubt that no matter what
is tried or how much is waggered in materiel
and in manpower, the bet may not be
enough to counter the stakes shoved in by
the other side.

Thus, the United States has been gradu-
ally and steadily upping the ante..

In a brief 3 years its complement of troops
has risen from about 25,000 to more than
200,000, Within 6 months thousands addi-
tional cannon fodder will have been trans-
ported across the Pacific by boat or air, In
fact, the same brilliant tacticlans who've
recommended covering all bets are today
cautiously proclaiming that some time dur-
ing 1967 the United States will need and will
have 600,000 youngsters fighting for the
fatherland in Vietnam.

‘This is what our forelgn policy of the last
18 years is leading to. This 1s the policy
known as containment, concelved under Sec-
retary of State Dean Acheson, continued un-
der Secretary of State John Dulles, and still
chugging along under Secretaiy of State

3587

Dean .Rusk. Somehow, isn’t it time someone
asked the question:
“Who’s being contained—them or us?”

TVA BRIDGE ACT

(Mr. BROCK (at the request of Mr.
BurroN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the REcorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. BROCK. Mr. Speaker, I am in-
troducing today legislation which would
amend the TVA Bridge Act to provide
for the alteration, reconstruction, or re-
location by the Tennessee Valley Au-
thority of certain highway and railroad
bridges.

This amendment is necessary to give
the authority to use appropriated funds
to the TVA in order to raise, widen, or
reconstruct bridges which have become
obstructions to navigation on the Ten-
nessee River and its tributaries. There
are several points where bridge altera-
tions would permit more effective use of
the waterway but especially important
is the Tennessee State Highway 58
bridge over the Hiwasee River, near

_Charleston and Calhoun, Tenn. When

this bridege was originally constructed
there was little prospect of great water
traffic. Now, however, the Hiwasee
services a tremendous industrial com-
plex, including a giant Bowaters paper-
mill and an Olin Matheison plant. The
TVA has deepened the present channel
to accommodate present and potential
trafiic but the full benefits of this vital
waterway cannot be fully realized until
bottlenecks have been removed.

Mr. Speaker, I urge members of the
Public Works Committee to favorably
consider this important legislation.

NEED FOR BAIL REFORM

(Mr. SCHWEIKER (at the request of
Mr. Burton of Utah) was granted per-
mission to extend his remarks at this
point in the REcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr., SCHWEIKER. Mr. Speaker, a
short time ago the attention of the coun-
try was focused upon an incident that
happened in Pennsylvania involving 19-
year-old Tyrone Collins, who, while free
on $500 bail pending the trial of an as-
sault charge in Mobile, Ala., moved to his
new home in Pennsylvania in alleged
violation of the conditions of his bail.
Alabama bondsmen, without the aid of
Pennsylvania law enforcement authori-
ties, or any search or arrest warrant or
any other judicial process, summarily
removed Collins from his home in Nor-
ristown, Pa., by force during the middle
of the night and, without the interposi-
tion of any judicial authority, removed
him some 1,000 miles away to Alabama.

The country was shocked, not because
it felt that Tyrone Collins should not
have to stand trial on the charge levied
against him by the authorities of the
State of Alabama, but because of the
procedures employed by the bondsmen to
return Collins to Alabama. The decision
of private citizens, motivated simply by
a, desire to protect their financial invest-
ment, using summary action and force to
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abduct their quarry from the domain of
i he sovereignty ot the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania to a distant part of the
country, without any judicial sanction
and consequently without any assurance
;I procedural due process, was more
ti:an most neople believed tolerable. Yet,
according to longstanding court deci-
sions, what happened in the Collins case
was not proscribed by the due process
suarantees of the Constitution, nor by
any other provision of Federal law.

The Collins incident brought to light a
situation not generally known to the
pitblic: that at common law a bondsman
nossesses the power to take a bailee into
custody summarily at any time and re-
Lurn him to the authoritics who initially
sancltioned his release, and that this
sower may be exercised even when the
t.ailee has fled to another State or juris-
diction. Virtually no restriction is placed
ynon what the bondsman may do to ef-
firctuate this return. There need be no
compliance with State arrest procedures,
with procedures securing persons against
unreasonable searches and seizures, or
with any requirement that a person
taken from one State to another without
his consent be given a judicial hearing
on the reasonableness of the removal.
1u short. the bondsman can act without
the sanction ot any State or Federal
tribunal. This common law rule is still

he law today.

Not only had the integrity and sov-
creignty of the Commonwealth of Penn-
sylvania been flaunted by what lhad hap-
nened, but it was also apparent that
there had been, at least by modern
=tandards, a violation of individual
rishts that in analogous circumstances
ouid never legally occur. It was evident
{tnat this situation could no longer be
tolerated. No longer could society con-
done a philosophy that regarded the
bailee as nothing more than the bonds-
man's chattel—a mere piece of property
i{hat the bondsman-owner could abuse
in any way without answering to the law
{oy his actions.

‘I'he irony of the Colling situation was
made ali the more poignant by the fact
i{hat when the State officials request the
ieturn of a fugitive from justice who has
taken refuge in another State, they com-
ply wilth very strict procedures, speci-
{ied by article IV, section 2, clause 2 of
the Constitution, which utilize the exec~
uiive authority of the refuge or asylum
Htate for taking the fugitive into custody.
only after the tugitive has been given a
hearing in the asylum State by the au-
thorities of that State, and it has becn
determined that he has left the jurisdic-
tion of the demanding State in violation
of law, can the fugitive be turned over
to the authoritics who seek his return to
Lhe State whence he originally fled. If
;v public official must go through this
sort, of procedure to get back a person
who is already a convicted eriminal, how
slrange it was, people thought, that a
private person, owing no allegiance and
110 sense of public duty to any State au-
ihority, answerable to nothing but his
swn conscience, could isnore such pro-
cedures in seizing an individual who
was not a criminal but simply an ac-
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cused, presumed by the law to be inno-
cent of the charges pending against him.

Recognizing that something should be
done, I resolved to correct this state of
affairs, so as to make bail bondsmen sub-
ject to minimum standards ol procedural
due process, as are State authorities in
comparable situations.

Accordingly, I have introduced a bill,
which has also been introduced in the
Senate by Senator Typines and is being
cosponsored by several of his colleagtics,
which will provide for the implementa-
tion of these minimum standards in
casss such as that involving Tyrone Col-
lins. In formulating the content of the
iill, we were fortunate to have the ccun-
se. and acdvice of Mr. Ronald Goldiurb,
a noted authority on bail problems,
whose recent book, “Ransom,” pointed
out the need for reform in this area.

simply stated, the main provisions of
the bill I have introduced arc thesc:

tirst, when a bondsman seeks the re-
turn to another jurisdictior. of a person
who has viclated the conditions of his
bail, the bondsman must apply to a ju-
dicial officer of the United States—either
a Federal judge or a U.S. Commis-
sioner—tfor a warrant authorizing the
taking into custody of the fugitive bailee.

Second, if the bondsmar. is able to
show probable cause that the person
named in the warrant application has
violated the terms and conditions of his
pbail, the judicial officer shall issue the
warrant, and tiae person is to be brought
premptly before the judicial officer for
a kearing.

‘Third, at tie hearing, the fugilive
bailee is to be informed of the nature and
purpose of the proceeding against him,
of his right to retain counsel, of his right
nct to make a statement, and of the tact
that any statement made by him may bhe
used against him. He also is to be given
reasonable opportunity to consult eoun-
sel.

'ourth, at the hearing the bondsiman
must establish that the identity of the
alleged fugitive bailee is as he asserts,
that the bondsman and the fugitive are
in a bail relationship, and that the c¢on-
ditions of bail imposed to secure the
fugitive’s appearance in a future ju-
dicial proceeding have been broken.

Fifth, if the necessary showing is made
ab the hearing, the judicial officer is to
issue a warrant for removal of the fugi-
tive bailee, promptly and directly, to the
appropriate authorities of the jurisdic-
tion whence he has fled.

Sixth, violation of these procedures: by
the bondsman is made a Federal crime,
punishabie by a fine of up to $5,000, or
imprisonment of up to 2 years, or boath,

It is my hope that this legislation will
receive the prompt attention of hoth
Houses of Congress and that hearings
wiil be held at the earliest possible date.

1 invite my coileagues on both sides of
the aisle to join me in this effort to
remedy a long-standing and grievous
flaw in the pattern of existing law.
[From the Philadelphia Inquirer, Dec 27,

1465
AN ArapaMAa INVASION

We are glad that Tyrone Collins has been

restored to his family in Norristown after a
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harrowing experierice with two Alabama hail
bondsmen during the previous week. It was
quite a Christmas story.

And it is to be assumed, of course, that
with the proper recourse to proper legal pro-
cedures, he will yet answer whatever boua
fide charges may be facing him in Maobile.
In any event, it should be made clear that
Pennsylvania is not in the business of being
a refuge for persons wanted in out-of-State
courts.

Nevertheless, the munner in which young
Collins was virtually kidnaped from his home
a week ago by the two bondsmen—in a man-
ner too reminiscent of old-time bounty-
hunters—was such an outrageous infringe-
ment of the laws and procedures of this
Commonwealth that it should not be forget-
ten or brushed aside.

Representative RICHARD S. SCHWEIKER, Re-
publican, of Pennsylvania in whose disirict
the highly illegal “grab” was made, has in-
terested himself rightly in this case since
the start and is intent not only on investipe-
tion but corrective legislation, if it is needed,
in Congress. In view of the appearance of
an armed invasion of this sovereign State by
citizens of Alabama, which the Collins case
presents, it is evident that some very specific
legislation may be required.

In Alabama bail bondsmen may not nced
warrants in “hot pursuit” of their quurry,
but in Pennsylvania they do. We expecl
visiting bondsmen—or law officials, for that
matter—to abide by this Commonwealth’s
rules of procedure when they are in this
jurisdiction. It dces not seem much to ask—
but if it requires Federal law to muake the
point, then let us have such a law on the
books.

[From the EBvening Bulletin, Dec. 20, 1965
THE CoLLINS CASE LESSON

A rap on the door on a Sunday night. Men
bursting in to snap Mandcuffs on a suspeci-—
men with the effrontery to demand moncy
from a mother, “if you want this boy to ent.”
Then a trip of hundreds of miles to put a
bail bond jumper named Tyrone Collins hack
in Alabama.

Such tactics are repellant to Pennayl-
yanians' sense of fair play. They sound loo
much like the gestapo, or the Soviet secret
police. Therefore there was instant indignha-
tion in this part of the country when Tyrone
Collins was grabbed at his Norristown home
by representatives of a Mobile bonding firm.
Not only the NAACP was outraged; thousands
of Pennsylvanians felt the same, including
a Congressman, a Governor, an attorney
general.

The charge on which young Collins pre-
sumably skipped bond was serious enough-—-
knifing a fellow high school student. It de~
veloped that this was not the only charge
against him. He had racked up two couunis
of driving without a license since his retwrn
to Norristown. But though it began to look
as if Collins was not the ideal teenager, the
idea of bail bondsmen breaking and enter-
ing, without a warrant, still was repughnant.
Surprisingly enough, some legal experls dug
into their hooks and read them to say that
the bondsmen were legally right.

There is, therefore, a lesson in the case of
Tyrone Collins, though perhaps not what it
first seemed to be. The point is that Amer-
ica's laws on return of ball skippers are
primitive and need statutory correction.
Certainly, no felon ought to be given refuge
merely because he crosses a State line; but a
man on bail is not yet tried, and therefore is
presumed to be innocent. An orderly, legal
procedure ought to be mnecessary before he
can be dragged out of a home at night. The
Collins case makes the need for revised laws
evident.,
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to be determined by the service Becretary on
a case-by-case basis, taking into account
professional training requirements for doc-
tors and availabllity of beds in civilian hos-
pitals in the area. (The Rivers subcommit-
tee had recommended 10 to 20 percent of
new beds for retirees and I understand this
is what the Surgeons General prefer.)

At age 65, retirees who are eligible for so-
cial security medical care would be trans-
ferred to that program. Those not eligible
under social security would continue in the
military retiree program.

In provisions not related to retirees, the
bill also provides outpatient care to active
duty dependents and long-term care for re-
tarded children of military personnel. Both
are new benefits, and both are extremely
worthwhile,

The program would cost about $120 million
in flscal year 1968, its first full year of oper~
ation, and could be expected to rise gradu-
ally to an annual cost of about $180 million.

Now, of course, I don’'t want to prejudge
the legislation before ocur subcommittee has
had a chance to conslder it. But it has some
obviously attractive features. Some retiree
beds would continue to be programed in mili-
tary facilities. Retirees would get a program
of care in civillan facilities for the first
time, and those who live far from a military
hospital would no longer be denied this im-
portant benefit, ’

Some of the other provislons are going to
take careful study. The social security med-
ical care supplemental program has some
features, such as nursing care, which are not
available under the Dependent Medicare Act.
These may prove desirable to military re-
tirees. On the other hand, we are golng to
have to take a close look at cost to see the
individual 1s not charged more at a time in
life when he is least able to pay.

The provision for higher charges for those
with less than 30 years service is also going
to need close scrutiny. With so many laws
designed to encourage retirement before 30
years, there may be serious questlons of
equity as well as problems in administering
the provision,

Speaking personally, I cannot approve the
section which establishes higher priority of
availability of medical facilities for 30-year
retirees than those with less than 30 years.
I can justify a reduced deductible payment
for the 30-year retiree because he has con-
tributed of himself for a longer period. But
as long as we have laws which allow retire-
ment at less than 30 years, I cannot discrim-
inate against ahy retiree on the basis of
availability of hospital facilities, When a
retiree is sick, a hospital bed should be
avaliable—period—whether he served 20
years or 40, .

The Department of Defense has created
discrimination against some retirees with its
ill-advised recomputation system—Iet's not
create another type of discrimination.

But these are details to be worked out.
The important thing is to have a bill the
executive branch supports that we can shape
into acceptable legislation.

Admlittedly, this bill 1s quite different from
the legislation I first introduced on the sub-
Ject which was based on a program proposed
by the Fleet Reserve Assoclation. But, as I
indicated, that was meant to be a catalyst.
Frankly, I am not so concerned with the
method as with the principle. We never get
everything that all of us want in any one
bill. But what is important 1s to prvoide for
all of our retirees an assured program of
care, one that cannot wither away because of
administrative neglect.

We are In a time when the Government
is making an enormous effort to improve the
health of all cltizens. Most of you will prob-
ably be quite surprised to hear that our an-
nual Government expenditure for health
programs of all types is in the neighbor-
hood of 87 billion. In the face of that

glgantic national commitment, 1t 1g simply
unthinkable that we would let lapse the
medical benefits of military retirees that
have been provided for over 100 years.

Finally, and most important of all, we must
reinstill in the hearts of all our retirees faith
in their Government’s promises, faith that
when thelr Government pledges them a
benefit 1t will never be taken away.

The moral obligation of the Government
to keep its word to individual military men
is more important than any amount of dol-
lars involved. I belleve that during the
recomputation fight and I belleve 1t now.

And this time, I think we are going to win.

COST-OF-LIVING INCREASES FOR
SOCIAL SECURITY RECIPIENTS

(Mr. SHRIVER (at the request of Mr.
Burton of Utah) was granted permission
to extend his remarks at this point in
the REcorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. SHRIVER. Mr. Speaker, I have
today introduced legislation to provide
cost-of-living increases in the benefits
paid under the Soecial Security Act.

My bill would provide an automatic 3
percent increase in benefits whenever the
Consumer Price Index reflects a similar
increase in the cost of living. I am advo-
cating these cost-of-living adjustments
to social security payments because cost
studies by the Department of Health,
Education and Welfare indicate that this
method, alone, among all the proposals
for reasonable improvements in benefits
can be accomplished without further in
crease In social security taxes.

The actuarial studies show that the
growth of the economy would provide
the necessary revenues to provide cost-
of-living adjustments.

Mr. Speaker, the most effective action
we could take to protect the earning
power of those living on fixed incomes
would be to stop Government-stimulated
inflation which reduces the value of their
dollars. Unfortunately, the administra-
tion has nhot demonstrated any inclina-
tion to hold-the-line on deficit spending.
We, therefore, should make a strong ef-
fort to protect older Americans from the
loss of income because of factors beyond
their control.

From 1958 until the most recently
enacted increase in social security bene-
fits, reciplents suffered a 7 percent loss
in buying power. The bill I have intro-
duced would prevent such loss of pur-
chasing power in the future. :

There are other changes which should
be considered in the present social secu-
rity system. One of these is a bill which
I introduced during the first session of
the 89th Congress. It is H.R. 7340, a
proposal to pay 100 percent of primary
benefit to widows under the Social Secu-
rity Act. I urse that consideration be
given to this legislation at an early date.

CELEBRATE GEORGE WASHING-
TON’'S BIRTHDAY ON SUNDAY
PRECEDING AND CELEBRATE
FREEDOM WEEK .
(Mr. ELLSWORTH (at the request of

Mr. BurtoN of Utah) was granted per-

mission to extend his remarks at this

point in the Recorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)
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Mr. ELLSWORTH, Mr. Speaker, I
have introduced today a House joint
resolution to authorize the President to
issue annual proclamations designating
the Sunday of each year immediately
preceding February 22—the anniversary
of the birthday of George Washington—
as Freedom Sunday, and to designate the
calendar week of each year during which
February 22 occurs, as Freedom Week.

For some years, Freedom Week has
been celebrated by the members of Ser-
toma International. This is an organ-
ization of business, professional and agri-
cultural men who have come together in
bonds of personal friendship—united in
dedication to service of their commu-
nities. Sertoma, which has over 450
clubs throughout the United States,
Canada, and Mexico, derives its name
from the organization’s slogan, “Service
to Mankind.”

Many Sertoma Clubs in the State of
Kansas have visited schools this week,
distributing to_each student a copy of
our Declaration of Independence. Cer-
tainly it is right and proper that Amer-
ica’s young people be instilled with a
sense of national heritage.

It is also proper that all Americans
everywhere be given the opportunity to
celebrate a week each year as a tribute
to, this same national freedom heritage.

SHORTAGES IN VIETNAM

(Mr. LATTA (at the request of Mr.
BurroN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the REcorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. LATTA. Mr. Speaker, the ever-
lengthening list of shortages being suf-
fered by our fighting men in Vietnam is,
in my opinion, a national disgrace and
this Congress should investigate them
forthwith. I believe these critical short-
ages can ho longer be swept under the
rug and ignored by this Congress. They
have now become common knowledge to
the parents of our servicemen serving in
Vietham and they are demanding to
know why these shortages exist when we
have been spending approximately one-
half of our Nation’s total budget for de-
fense and related items. When one con-
siders the staggering expenditures of the
Department of Defense over the past cou-
ble of years, our fizhting men in Vietnam
should be the best equipped soldiers ever
sent into battle. Instead, reports indi-
cate that they are not only unbelievably
i1l equipped, but are improperly fed. It
has been reported that until recently,
an estimated 70 percent of our troops in
Vietham were eating C-rations as a
steady diet because of food shortages and
the shortage of food-storage facilities.

Soldiers from my district are writing
home, as I am sure they are from every
Congressman’s district, asking their fam-
ilies to mail them such essentials as jun-
gle boots, fatigues, underwear, socks, and
so forth. The New York Times of Mon-
day, February 21, 1966, verified the needs
of our fighting men when it revealed:

Shortages of winter and summer uniforms,
overcoats, ralncoats, fatigues, jungle boots,
underwear, socks, and other items are widely
reported. 'The Army has reduced consider-
ably the normal amount of clothjng initially
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point in the REcorp and to include ex-
traneous matter.)

Mr. BOB WILSON. Mr. Speaker, I
am today introducing legislation calling
for naming our next nuclear aircraft
carrier after one of America's great naval
figures. the late Fleet Adm. Chester w.
Nimitz.

I believe that Admiral Nimitz’' career
symbolizes our U.S. Navy. He was tough,
adroit, well schooled in Navy tactics,
cvery bit a leader of men of which our
Nation can justly be proud. His job,
after we were attacked in 1941, was to
take a crippled Navy to sea, to stand off
humerically greater forces, and to re-
build our might on the seas.

His epic battles in the Pacific brought
the aircraft carrier into prominence, and
proved that it could be a devastating in-
strument of war. The submarine was
also brought into the Pacific sea war,
and proved itself deadly.

No one can adequately measure the
gratitude that our Nation has for the
courageous and skillful leadership Ad-
miral Nimitz gave our Pacific fleet when
the chins were down. He had vision,
daring, and an uncommon sense of strat-
vey and planning.

Two decades after World War II we
are again in perilous times. Our depend-
ency upon the aircraft carrier increases
as the danger of another large-scale con-
{lict grows. It is only appropriate that
we bestow upon our next nuclear carrier,
the latest development in our nuclear
Navy, the name of the man who made the
aircraft carrier a potent and formidable
vlement in sea warfare.

I am hopeful that my colleagues, who
admire and respect the late Admiral
Nimitz, will join with me in this effort,

e 5 BRI s e

HOME FOR THE VICE PRESIDENT

{Mr. ARENDS at the request of Mr.
surToN of Utah) was granted permis-

sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extraneous
matter,)

Mr. ARENDS. Mr. Speaker, tomorrow
morning the Committee on Public Works
will open hearings on a bill introduced
iast Monday by my distinguished col-
league from Illinois [Mr. Gray1 for the
crection of a $750,000 home for the Vice
President, of the United States.

In the light of the speed with which
the committee is acting on this proposal
Lhere is apparently some ecmergency with
which we are not, aware. But, paradoxi-
cully, there is no emergency from the
oint of view of the administration with
respect to furnishing proper housing for
our servicemen.

Last September the Congress provided
lunds for military housing sorely needed.
Some of our servicemen have been liv-
ing in little more than barns, even in
Lents.  Last December the Secretary of
Defense arbitrarily shelved our appro-
priation for military housing., In testi-
uiany hefore our committee the Defense
Oepartment claimed that this unilateral
setion was taken because of other budg-
©4, demands and that the expenditure
would add to the inflationary pressures.

I concur in the desirability of fur-
sishing proper housing for our Vice Pres-
dent. But why the rush?
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And I should like to ask this ques-
tion: Why should we at this time con-
cern ourselves about furnishing an ex-
pensive house for the Vice Persident, ad-
mittedly needed, when the Secretary of
Defense refuses to use the funds we have
already appropriated to furnish proper
housing for our fighting men?

If proper housing for our servicemen
s to be deferred because of budget limi-
tations and inflationary pressures, why
should not the same principle apply in
connection with an expensive house for
the Vice President? First things first.

DISASTER STUDY NEEDED NOW

(Mr. MATHIAS (at the request of Mr,
Burron of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorb and to include extraneous
matter.)

Mr. MATHIAS. Mr. Speaker, three
times in recent months we have seen
transportation tangled, communications
snarled, commerce crippled, and Govern-
ment stalled by regional disasters. It is
ironic that this great Nation, while per-
fecting its defenses against enemy attack
and sabotage. should remain so vulner-
able to the whims of weather and the
failures of any single public utility.

Northeastern commerce and industry
have been gravely hurt by the trans-
portation and communications break-
downs accompanying last November’s
blackout and the New York transit strike.
During the blizzard last month, public
services throughout the great Washing-
ton metropolitan area were virtually sus-
pended, and the Federal Government
alone lost $10 million in salaries on a
single snowbound day. Most serious, of
course, have been the human tragedies
caused by these periods of tempcrary
paralysis.

We have ample proof that our present
precautions against such occurrences are
inadequate. We need, right now, a full
national survey to discover what re-
sources we do need and where they can
be found, so that all levels of American
government and all public utilities might
be prepared to meet every conceivable
emergency.

I am today introducing a bill author-
izing and directing the Office of Emer-
genecy Planning to study this question, in
cooperation with State and local goviern-
ments, and to make a full report to Con-
gress by December 1, 1966. In my
judgment the OEP is best qualified to
take such an inventory for three rea-
sonus: First, because national security is
direetly involved; second, because the
OEP already has relevant information:
and third, because the leadership of the
Federal disaster agency is essential in
breparing to meet emergencies which do
not respect State and local lines.

Through the survey I propose, the
OEP should be able to submit reasonable
recommendations to Congress, and also
encourage local and State governments
to evaluate their own resources and pre~
pare realistic contingency plans.

While we may never be able to fore-
stall all blackouts, or anticipate all
storms, we should be able to combat
their crippling effects, The study pro-
posed in my bill would help us mobilize
our resources and meet the challenge
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implicit in the following article, from
the Washington Post of February 15:
Moscow CLEARS “IMPOSSIBLE” SNOW

Moscow, February 14.-—Moscow turned
out 2,000 snow-clearing machines today to
attack what Tess called such an unprece-
dented snowfall that “even oldtimers cannot
remember.”

And, the Soviet news agency added, the
machines “did the impossible: Transport
services were not interrupted for a single
minute”” Tass said 27.5 inches of snow fell
in “several hours.”

THE TAX AND SPEND PHILOSOPHY

(Mr, NELSEN (at the request of Mr.
Burton of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the REcorp and to include extrancous
matter.)

Mr. NELSEN. Mr. Speaker, the ad-
ministration today asks the House to
raise taxes by the tune of $6 billion by
reimposing excise taxes on telephones
and cars and by changing withholding
tax collection methods. We are told
these taxes are necessary to raise money
to finance the war in Vietnam and to put
the lid on inflation. We are told if we
do not agree to these taxes, we will be
deeper in debt.

I refusc to buy this line. This is not
the only course open to Congress and
this administration. The administra-
tion’s Great Society budget is topheavy
with domestic spending lard. There is
no sound reason why it cannot be taken
out to avoid this tax increase.

Cars and telephones are necessities.
Why should users of these necessities be
penalized when there are so many ob-
vious areas where nonessential spending
can be curtailed? The answer is that
there is no more logic to this course than
there is to cutting back existing, proved
programs, like the school lunch and milk
programs anhd the land-grant college pro-
grams, while at the same time moving to
set up dozens of new, untried expensive
programs.

The administration has ignored our
constant warning that you cannot fight
a major war of unpredictable costs while
at the same time spending borrowed
money at home harum-secarum.

It is time for Congress to insist that
this administration start acting with
fiscal responsibility. It is apparent the
only way to insure that the spenders do
so is to refuse to go along with their
“tax and spend” philosophy which is
damaging this Nation’s economic foun-
dations and sapping the strength of
American taxpayers.

I therefore intend to vote no to this
preposterous tax inercase.

(Mrs. DWYER (at the request of Mr.
BurtoN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend her remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extranecus
matter.)

[Mrs. DWYER’S remarks will appear
hereafter in the Appendix.]

——— .

(Mr. WYDLER (at the request of Mr.
BurTtoN of Utah) was granted permis-
sion to extend his remarks at this point
in the Recorp and to include extraneous
matter.)

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2




Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2

February 23, 1966

to protect our freedoms, our heritage, our
integrity. A newspaper has been rightly
called the conscience of the community.
Columbus, I believe, 1s blessed with a good
conscience. As long as your baper objec-
tively and honestly reports the news, 1t
will continue to be a good conscience and a
strong link in the chain of democracy.

NASSER RETREATS FROM HIS
PEACE PLEDGE

"The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under
previous order of the House, the gentle-
man from New York [Mr. HALPERN] is
recognized for 15 minutes.

Mr. HALPERN. Mr. Speaker, I have
read with great disappointment that
President Nasser, in a recent speech at
the University of Cairo, rejuvenated his
warlike stance vis-a-vis the Yemen.
This recent speech by President Nasser,
wherein he threatened to maintain his
Yemen intervention, confrary to treaty
provisions, contradicts the widely voiced
optimism that has reigned for some
months.

President Nasser is quofed in this
morning’s New York Times as having
said:

If anyone thinks we have become tired be-
cause we have stayed in Yemen so long, let
me say that we are a struggnng nation, a
fighting nation, a patient nation. We can
stay in Yemen for 1 year, 2 years, 3 years, or
even b,

Thus it appears that the Jiddah agree-
ment, which provided for a staged with-
drawal of Egyptian troops from Yemen,
is threatened. Nasser excused his bel-
ligerence by pointing to the sale of Amer-
ican Patton tanks to Israel, and claiming
that conservative, reactionary forces in
the Middle East, goaded by Western pow-
ers, were bent upon countering his in-
fluence and even plotting against his life.
These are charges which, due to lack of
adequate, firsthand knowledge, I can
neither substantiate or reject.

But in the first instance, I cannot un-
derstand how 200 Patton tanks added to
Israel’s defenses could possibly, in a seri-
ous way, undermine the security of
Egypt, In view of that country’s massive
procurement of Communist arms.

I am inclined to believe that President
Nasser iIs an inherently suspicious ruler,
intemperate, and not to be trusted. Per-
haps it is impossible to find the opposite
in the Middle East, a region perpetually
upset by extreme political shifts, per-
sonal feuds, and contradictory ambitions.

The truth is that it is foolish to expect,
through aid commitments, that Ameri-
can policy can effectively influence the
realities in the Arab world.

The Jiddah conference was an Arab
initiative. It seemed that President Nas-
ser had faced the hurtful consequences
of his intervention, and had concluded
that nothing useful could be gained by
continuing a war which showed little
prospect of political advantage or mili~
tary victory.

This was the opinion expressed to me
by many people.

I must say, however, that this tenuous
supposition hardly justified the renewed
aid agreement with the United Arab Re~
public, which was undertaken during the
congressional recéss and In spite of
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clearly understood congressional senti-
ment. The Jiddah accord spurred the
optimists onward.

As I review recent history, I have come
to doubt the wisdom of buying influence,
particularly in an area of unique inste-
bility of constantly shifting loyalties.

Under the present circumstances, the
United States is not justified under any
pretext to render agricultural assistance
to Egypt, when such assistance merely
facilitates foreign intervention. . Unless
the United Arab Republic fulfills its
treaty obligations with respect to the
Yemen, we should not be expected to
honor an aid eommitment which the re-
cipient can use to underwrite its hostile
exertions.

Past American attempts to curb Nas-
ser’s obsession with foreign troublemak-
ing have repeatedly failed. Officially, we
have been setting unreal expectations.
I cannot agree with the State Depart-
ment that we are, in consequence of our
generosity, gaining any so-called lever-
age over the course of events. In any
case, these are not, in substance, for us
to determine. It is contradictory to as-
sist a developing nation which expends
its meager resources on external adven-
ture, intrigue, and excessive arms pro-
curement. -

The United Arab Republic has been
spending millions of dollars to support
its Yemini venture. Additional millions
have gone to arms purchases, for the
stated reason of contending with the so-
.called Israell threat, but actually used as
an instrument to bolster the power and
prestige of Nasser's Egypt as against real
and potential Arab rivals. It does not
seem to me that this is a particularly
promising field for the projection of
American influence and, indeed, our
mingling in this uncertainty may actually
damage our cause. I thoroughly agree
that it is in our national interest to sup-
port a balance of power in this troubled
area, especially in view of Israel’s threat-
ened existence. But I doubt earnestly
that this can be accomplished through
periodic efforts to court the favor of in-
consistent personalities. In any case,
we invariably wind up in a very ambig-
uous, and often embarrassing, position.

If honest self-help is the new look
in our foreign aid program, then per-
haps we should take a longer view of
Egypt.

President Nasser’s recent threat to
break the Jiddah agreement underlines
the insurmountable contingencies with
which, by force of our policy, we are faced
with in the Middle East. It is an
anxious warning to all who would place
their trust too quickly and none too
wisely.

I must add, Mr. Speaker, that it is par-
ticularly curious, and most discouraging,
that Nasser’s words came on the eve of
Mr. Anwar el Sadat’s good-will visit to
this country. I fail to see what can be
won through recourse to bluster and
threats to the peace, lacking both va-
lidity and commonsense.

PERSONAL ANNOUNCEMENT

(Mr. DUNCAN of Oregon asked and
was glven permission to address the
House for 1 minute.)

3597

Mr. DUNCAN of Oregon. Mr.
Speaker, I have been advised by the
Clerk I am not recorded on this last vote.
I was In the Chamber at the time the
vote was being taken. If I had been re~
corded, I would have voted “yea” on the

bill, ‘3 R. 12752,

VIETNAM

(Mr. GALLAGHER asked and was
given permission. to address the House
for 1 minute and to revise and extend
his remarks.)

Mr. GALLAGHER. Mr. Speaker,
among the many statements which ap-
peared on George Washington’s Birth-
day, there was one which particularly
caught my attention because it shows
what history still has to teach us.

In the New York Journal American an
editorial quotes these words of our first
President at the time of the Revolution:

I am under more apprehension on account
ol our dissensions, than the effort of the
enemy.

As the Journal American pointed out,
those deeply concerned words could Just
as well have been spoken by President
Johnson today.

We have nearly 200,000 American
servicemen in Vietham. Within recent
days, the parents, the wives, and the
children of these men—more than half
a million of our citizens—have been
treated to television programs, and a few
newspaper headlines which seem to
imply that our boys in Vietnam do not
have the support of American public.

We are engaged with an enemy who
does not believe that American publie
obinion will ultimately turn against our
efforts in Vietnam and make it impos-
sible for us to continue. This is a delu-
sion, but one which the events of the last
few days have undoubtedly strengthened.

Those who sincerely seek peace in Viet-
nam must be made aware of the fact
that every newspaper headline and every
televised speech which feeds the delusion
of doubt in Hanol and Peiping serves
only to prolong the conflict. It is time
to tell our soldiers and our enemy, alike,
that the American public overwhelming-
ly supports our objectives in Vietnam.
Furthermore, they support overwhelm-
Ingly the policies which President John-
son is pursuing to accomplish those ob-
Jectives. Let us look at the facts.

On “Meet the Press” last Sunday,
‘White House aid McGeorge Bundy-—who
has been the key national security ad-
viser to both President Kennedy and
President Johnson—pointed out that the
President has been acting in Vietnam
with the greatest of restraint. He cited
as evidence that perhaps 10 percent of
the public actually would like the Presi-
dent to go farther, !
- I have examined several recent opinion
bolls on this matter, and I find that the
figures are even higher. Roughly one-
third of the country believes the Presi-
dent should take much stronger military
action than he himself has as yet found
necessary.

For example, in December of last year
according to the Harris poll, fully 33 per-
cent of the American people believed
that we should carry the ground war into
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North Vietnam. Some 39 percent be-
lieved that we should step up the bombing
in North Vietnam at the very time when
the President called for a suspension of
the bombings to let the world see who
was sincere, and who was insincere, about
the desire for peace in southeast Asia,.

Again, in January according to the
Towa poll, 36 percent of all Americans
thought that we should bomb Hsanoi and
the other large cities of North Vietnam.

According to the Gallup poll, 31 per-
cent advocated bombing the big citics of
North Vietnam. As recently as this
month, a Mutual Broadcasting poll re-
ported 33.6 percent of Americans as say-
ing that we should go all out and do
whatever is necessary to defeat Hanoi.

At the same time, these same polls
show that only a handful of Americans
would favor a complete U.S. withdrawal
from Vietham. The Harris poll puts the
number at 9 percent; the Iowa poll puts
it at 15 percent.

I't is obvious from these and all the
other polls that the policies our Gov-
crnment 1s now pursuing in Vietnam
represent what the overwhelming ma-~
jority of our citizens believe should be
done.

Presldent Johnson has said that we
intend to stay. He has also said that we
Intend to do ne more than is absolutely
necessary to bring the other side to the
conference table. ‘This is a positive
brogram which contains our best hope
for peace, not only in Vietnam but
throughout southeast Asia,. The Presi-
dent’s critics, as I have shown, repre-
sent no significant portion of U.S. public
opinion, nor do they offer any sensible,
workable alternative whatsoever.

The voices of dissent will continue,
The timid, the uncertain, and the be-
wildered will coritinue to be heard. They
were heard during our Revolution, but in
history, their echo becomes dimmer with
overy passing vear. What is remem-
bered now is the determination. the wis-
«lom, and the restraint of the leader who
brought us safely through.

I would like to assure the President
that. in my opinion, history is going to
repeat itself.

I fully expect that at some future
lime, a Member of this preat body will
rise to quote from an editorial concern-
ing President Johnson in Vietnam sim-
ilar to the Journal American editorial
about President Washington which I
tiold in my hand, and which I now insert
in the RECORD:

{¥rom the New York Journal-American,

Feh, 22, 19667
Now, As TarN

“T am under more apprehension on ac-
zount of our own dissensions, than the effort
wl iLhe enemy,”

‘he deeply concerned words could well
hiwe been spokent by President Johnson who
fuis, indeed, expressed similar concern., But
lhey were written by George Washington.
‘I'hey are as applicable today, as then, and
his birthday makes their recollection appro~
priate in this time of national stress when
onr difficulties without are rendered more
serious by dissensions within.

The quitters are in full, loud voice. They
would have us pull out of Vietnam, willy-
nilly, in virtual surrender and world dis-
grace, in shameful abandonment of pledge
and honor,

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD -- HOUSE

There are, too, sincere doubters who be-~
Heve our engagement in Vietnam should
never have been started. These, too, are in
demanding chorus.

And there are, of course, the outright Com-
munists within our midst, and their duped
peaceniks who seek by clamor to frustrate
reason.

There are dissensions by many whose stat-
ure gives importance to their views wnd by
many of low station whose importunce is
that their noise may convey to Hanoi the
tragically mistaken, assumption that vur Na-
tion prepares to unfurl a white flag.

But the flag still is and will be, to the day
of victory, a banner of meaningful sturs and
stripes =m0 historically made possitle by
George Washington and now so historically
maintained by President Johnson and the
vast majority of the American peopls.

FOOD FOR FREEDOM

(Mrs. MINK (at the request of Mr.
Boces) was granted permission to ex-
tend her remarks at this point in the
%R.Ecom) and to include extraneous mat-
er.)

Mrs. MINK. Mr. Speaker, the Fresi-
dent of the United States sent to Con-
gress on February 10 a message in which
he outlined his proposals to open up a
hew war of great importance to all Amer-
icans—a war against hunger. Leb me
quote for you the opening sentences of
this message,

Men first joined together for the necessi-
tles of life—food for their families, clothing
to protect them, housing to give them shel-
ter. These are the essentials of peacc and
progress. But in the world today, these
needs are still largely unfulfilled. When
men and their families are hungry, poorly
clad and ill housed, the world is restless——
and civilization exists at best in troubled
peace.

Hunger poisons the mind. It saps the
body. It destroys hope. It Is the nabural
enemy of every man on earth, I propose
that the United States lead the world in
& war against hunger. There can only be
victors in this war. Since every nation will
share in that victory, every nation should
share in its costs. I urge all who can help
to join us,

With these inspiring words, President
Johnson submitted his new proposed
Food for Freedom Act to the 2d session
of the 89th Congress.

Populations are exploding today.
Every nation in the world recognizes this.
Yet, tragically, some of the most under-
developed countries are girding their
production to industry often to the
manufacture of implements of war. But
focd for peace will mean just what it says
if the President’s proposal is approved—
only nations that gear their own efforts
to increased agricultural output will re-
ceive maximum aid from the United
States. The key to the new program is
self-help. Also, references to friendly
nations would be deleted, taking food
for peace out of the political sphere.
The whole emphasis will be on giving
agricultural aid to those countries wlich
help themselves.

The second innovation in the Presi-
dent’s proposal is his intent to eliminate
the requirement that food aid be out of
our own surplus. No longer would food
allotments be based on mere availability
in our storage bins, but the Secretary of
Agriculture would be authorized to ac-
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quire food for world needs as they arise.
This approach would be of tremendous
benefit to the American taxpayer as well,
because we would be spending less money
to stockpile and store commoditics. It
would be a boon to the American farmer.
For example, the President is asking for
an increase of 10 percent in rice acreage
in 1966. He is asking for permission to
buy dairy products for distribution
abroad, as well as at home. He is re-
questing an increase in soybean produc-
tion this year, a supplement to carlier
decisions to increase this year's produc-
tion of wheat and barley. And finally,
the President states that he is prepared
to divert some of our 60 million acres now
in conservation use if necessary in “the
critical race between food and popula-
tion.”

A third major change in the Presi-
dent’s program is a shift from accept-
ance of local currency in foreign coun-
tries to a dollar credit sale. This will be
an orderly transition to be completed
within 5 years, as the attempt will be to
establish a pattern of loans comparable
to present development loans. The
thrust is to move out of local currency
to the point where we will have ga de-~
mand on the dollar rescurces of the
countries involved. As a practical mat-
ter, most countries receiving aid would
not be able to meet dollar commitments
readily, nor would they be foreced to do 50,
but this change would give us a claim on
dollars on a long-term basis.

Summed up briefly then, the Presi-
dent’s proposal will make self-help an
integral part of our food aid program,
eliminate the surplus requirement for
food aid, cmphasize the development, of
markets for American farm products, au-
thorize greater food aid shipments over
current rates, emphasize the building of
cash markets and shift toward financing
food aid through long-term dollar credits
rather than sales for foreign currencies,
continue the financing of the food aid
pbrogram under the Commodity Credit
Corporation, increase emphasis on com-
bating malnutrition, continue to work
with voluntary agencies in people-to-
people assistance programs, and provide
for better coordination of food aid with
other economic assistance.

Hearings have already begun in iLhe
House Agriculture Committee on the
overall problem of world hunger. I am
following the progress of these hearings
closely, for I am decply concerned with
the problem of hunger in the world.
While in India last year, I got a first-
hand look at the suffering and misery
that most Americans ecannot possibly
understand still grips much of the world.
I am in total accord with the President
when he says:

We can make our technology and skills
powerful instruments for agricultural prog-
ress throughout the world—wherever men
commit themselves to the task of feeding
the hungry.

I believe this to be a task worthy of
Americans. It calls upon us to give the
best of ourselves, to stretch forth the
hand of brotherhood to all who are in
need. I am convinced that we cannot
remain apathetic to the accelerating
seriousness of the problem of world
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the president of one of the oldest and, in an area of the world where newly cre-
by reason of his assoclation with it, one ated nations abound and this, to some
of the leading hospitals of our country. degree, contributes to the confusion

Blessed with the insight of leadership, that exists over the entire aspect of the
he chose wisely in his selection of peo~ war there.
ple of similar purpose, energy, and con~ But an even greater contribution to
cern for others. He brought Rhode Is- the confusion and, in my opinion, the
land Hospital to the forefront of excel- single most significant factor causing the
lence in its avowed functions of quality eontroversy over our policy and actions
patient care, education, and research to there, is the reco_rd of contradictory
benefit the people of the Providence statements for which Secretary McNa-
Plantations and the entire State. mara is responsible.

He developed new concepts of care for I believe as well that, because we have
an Institution that has provided a cen- withheld the truth from the people and
tury of service to the sick and injured. camouflaged what the situation was in
He and Rhode Island Hospital together Vietnam a year ago, that we cannot now
have been in the vanguard of progress for show the people how much better the
meeting the health needs of our State, situation is today. To do so would prove

Before Congress passed legislation to beyond question that we did not tell the
help stimulate local financing of facil- truth a year ago.
ities for student nurses, Rhode Island I am a great believer, Mr. Speaker, in
Hospital—recognizing the need to attract “the record,” that chronicle of events
more qualified young women to this im~ made famous by Al Smith when he first
portant profession—constructed a nurs~- said, “Let’s look at the record.”
ing arts building and a senior student It is quite fashionable these days for
nurses dormitory, appropriately named officials of the Government to make one
the Gerry House, statement one day and then deny it the

Before Congress undertook to support following day or else say something quite
Mr. Johnson’s present master plan for different and hope tha}: no one will re-
advaencing the Natlon’s health, Rhode member what they said the first time.
_Island Hospital faced the problem of its Thisisa dangerous and deplorg,ble habit;
responsibility to the people of Rhode particularly deplorable when it is prac-
Island and is at this moment In process ticed by the Secretary of Defense.
of developing plans for a large, 12-story Seceretary McNamara's statements on
building solely dedicated to the care of the war in Vietnam make a fascinating
the ambulatory patient. This ambula~ collection of confusion and_contradic‘c_ion
tory patient center will meet the increas- which would be amusing if the subject
ing need for health care at the most matter were not so grave. I think it will
economical levels of construction expense serve an enlightening purpose if all his
and cost to the patient, statements are put together in one place

Such are two examples of long-range In the Recorp go future historians can
planning which only the most progressive study it.
of our country’s medical centers are pro~- Let us begin with a statement he made
viding. By reason of leadership such as on March 22, 1962. At that time, return-
Mr. Gerry’s, such hospitals demonstrate ing from a conference in the Pacific,
an understanding of Mr. Johnson’s McNamara told newsmen that South
theme, which he expressed recently in Vietnam had taken the offensive.
these words: Less than 2 months later, while in

It 1s imperative that we give first attention Saigon, McNamara. told newsmen “there
to our opportunities—and our obligations— i5 no plan for introducing American
for advancing the Natlion’s health. For the combat troops in South Vietnam.” This
henlth of our people is, inescapably, the wgs on May 9, 1962. '
fou;ld:.fion for the fulfillment of all our Two days later, on May 11, 1962, Mec-
splrations Namara said he was “tremendously en-

Louis Cardell Gerry, in an annual re- couraged.”
port to his hospital’s corporation & few - A White House policy statement dated
years ago, voiced a similar concern: October 2, 1963, contains this statement:

We have indeed come far. What a comfort  gecretary MeNamara and General Taylor
it would be to be able to stop climbing, seat reported their judgment that the major part

ourselves comfortably and view our accom= of the U. S, ml]itary task can be completed by
plishments. Such, however, 1s not desirable; the end of 1965.

1t is not even possible. We have come far, it

is true, and although it sounds paradoxical Secretary McNamara, in Honolulu on
we have even farther to go than ever. As we November 20, 1963, announced that
progress In one area, several more areas are \American troops would start being with-
opened up. We are, in the truest sense of rawn before the end of that year, 1963.
the word, in an expanding universe. he following month, Secretary Mec-
Namara changed his mind. He said in
Saigon on December 21, 1963, that we
would not go ahead with troop with-
drawal plans.

Another month went by before the
Secretary delivered another pronounce-
ment, that should be made a part of the
REecorp. After the fall of Diem, in which
he, himself, undoubtedly had a part,
McNamars said: -

The new government * * * has consld-

McNAMARA’S CONTRADICTIONS

The SPEAKER. TUnder previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Louisi~
ana [(Mr. WAGGONNER] ls recogmzed for
20 minutes.

Mr. WAGGONNER. Mr. Speaker, like
every other Member of Congress, I imag-
ine, I am receiving an increasing number
of letters from the district I represent
concerning the war in Vietnam. erably more support than its predecessor, and

I am well aware that this is a theater the military revolutionary committee is be-
of operations 8,000 miles from our shores binning to take action to intensify military
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operations and to improve civil admin-
istratlon.

Everything was coming up roses ac-
cording to the Secretary when he testi-
fled here on the Hill a month later, on
January 27, 1964, At that time he said
that most of the 15,000 U.S. troops in
Vietnam should be withdrawn before
1965 was over. He said he did not be-
lieve the United States “should assume
the primary responsibility for the war
in South Vietnam.”

The Secretary continued to see the
situation there through rose-colored
glasses 2 months later. Back from his
fourth trip to Saigon, he reported that
the Khanh regime had “produced a
sound central plan for the prosecution of
the war” and that the situation “can
be significantly improved in the coming
months.”

Nine days later, the Secretary’s opin-
jon had taken a turn of 180 degrees. On
March 26, 1964, he said:

The situation in South Vietnam has un-
questionably worsened, at least since last
fall,

He said also that the situation was “not
hopeless, but not particularly optimis-
tic.”

Three days later, however, things took
another turn for the better. On March
29, 1964, McNamara said:

The training personnel we have assigned
there will come back as thelr training mis-
sion is completed. Perhaps some can return
this year; some next.

The truth of the matter came from his
own statement a month later when, on
April 24, 1964, he told newsmen
that U.S. strength in the Vietham area
was on the rise. He said:

I don’t want to predict what the totals
will be at the end of this year or at the
end of 1965.

On that same day, the Secretary came
up with & real prize in this statement:

I don’t object to {its being called
McNamara's war. I think it s a very im-
portant war and I am pleased to be identified
wlith it.

Back in Saigon for another look-see,
the Secretary was very pleased with
what he saw. He said:

Excellent progress. The plans we laid out
in March, if they are consistently followed
up, will work effectively.

This was on May 13, 1964. Back in
‘Washington the next day, May 14, 1964,
he said that “certain additional U.S. per-
sonnel will be needed in Vietnam.” Let
us mercifully draw the curtains to denote
the passage of 24 hours.

On May 15, testifying again here on
the Hill, the Secretary was reported to
have been “gloomy” and to have said
that the anti-Vietcong efforts had deteri-
orated.

Oh, “what a difference a day makes,”
as the songwriter says.

On August 5, 1964, the Secretary re-
ported U.S. bombing raids against North
Vietnam and reported “energizing” ad-
ditional Army, Marine, Air Force, and
antisubmarine units.

If there is one point in this recount of
& thoroughly shoddy situation when it
can be said that the custard pie had hit
the fan, it was on November 26, 1964,
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ulation of the United States, particularly
the aged and the aging, in protecting,

maintaining, and improving  their
health.”
Mr. Speaker, from this bPremise we

-opose for the first time to provide Fed-
cral assistance in the establishment and
operation of regional and community
health protection centers for the detec-
Lion of disease; to provide assistance for
the training of personnel to operate such
scnters: and to provide assistance in the
conduct of certain research related to
sich centers and their operation.

1 do not propose to read this bill aloud
Lo you here, but its purpose is to en-
courage and assist, through grants, in
ihe planning, establishment, and opera-
tion of regional health and community
vrotection centers, each of which will
provide health appraisal and disease de-
lection services, on a periodic basis, to
any adult who requests such services, if
he has attained age 50 and resides with-
in the =eopraphic area served by the
centers.,

These health protection centers would
provide a series of hasic tests for the
detection of abnormalities in the cardio-
vascular, respiratory, gastro-intestinal,
serito-urinary, and musculo-skeletal
systems as well as defeets in metabolism
and organs of special sense.

&pecific” diseases or conditions to be
tested might include hypertension, vari-
ous forms of cancer, rheumatoid arthri-
tis, respiratory insufficiency, diabetes,
kidney disease, obesity. and hearing and
vision impairment.

The tests would be administered by
technicians, nurses, and medical special-
ists using automated or semiautomated
cquipment which has already been
proven to give swift, accurate, and re-
liable results. The results of these tests,
wlong with data provided by the person
undergoing the health appraisal, would
he fed into a computer. Tt is estimated
that the battery of tests could be ad-
ministered within 214 hours,

‘The results of the tests, summarized by
the computer. would he referred to the
brivate physician of the person taking
Lliem. In-cases where the bersons either
did not have a private physician or was
medically indigent, the tests would be
veferred to a physician in accordance
with local practice. :

‘T'he adult health protection centers
are Intended to provide an efficient means
lor the detection of abnormalities or in-
dications of disease—but not to replace
[ull examinations. Their purpose is to
place In the hands of the examining
phys.cian a summary of basic data and
Lo place promptly under a physician’s
vare a person with indications of disease
cond: Lions.

The health protection centers would
eonduct training programs in the opera-
tion of technical disease detection pro-
cedures and would research and develop
new disease detection tests and equip-
ment.  Additional grants to the centers
would be authorized for operational re-
search and for the establishment of in-
lernships to give on-the-job training to
physicians, nurses, and technical person-
nel. The centers would also conduct
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community education programs on pre-
ventive health care.

Finally, a 12-man Advisory Council cn
Adult Health Protection would be estab-
lished to advise the Surgeon General of
the Public Health Service in the admin-
istration of this brogram. This Council
will include men who are leaders in the
fields of medicine, public health, public

welfare, or representatives of national

organizations econcerned with the inter-
ests of the aging. And it shall include
one or more national leaders known for
their dedication to the national interest
and the welfare of the Nation's citizens.

The basic idea behind the act, put
simply, is this: to launch a genuine,
nationwide preventive medicine cam -
paigrn. By making these testing services
available to any person age 50 or above,
on a voluntary basis, we will encourage
men and women approaching retirement
to take regular health examinations and
we will facilitate the giving of full ex-
aminations by practicing physicians.

Mr. Speaker, the long-range answer to
the health problems of the aging is in
early identification and control of
disease and preveniion of illness and dis-
ability.

Now. ideally, we would achieve this
goal by having periodic health examina-
tions for everyone. Realistically, of
course, we know thal there are not
enough physicians to accomplish a pro-
gram of this scale.

Fortunately, a way has been found out
of this dilemma.

What we are broposing in this act is
lo take the proven automated testing
techniques from an unusual project in
California—called Kaiser Permanente—
and adapt them for demonstration on a
communitywide basis in other areas of
the country. o

Assisted by a grant from the Division
of Chronic Diseases, Public Health Serv-
ice, the Kaiser Foundation health plan
in Oakland has developed a multitest
laboratory that is immensely accurate
and remarkably economical.

Some 40,000 Kaiser-Permanente
health plan beneficiaries are participat-
ing in this pilot health program. ‘Their
experiet.ce will now become the basis for
this first nationwide breventive medicine
effort, so far as the chronic diseases are
concerned—just as, once upon a time, a
breventive medicine effort had to be
launched against the infectious diseases.

May this new effort be as successful
as that campaign proved to be.

Once again I want to repeat what I
sald at Cranston last fall.

I know well that, hearing this pro-
bosal, many voices will cry out-—cry out
as they did against medicare, and as
they did against the/heart disease, can-
cer, and stroke program, and as they
cried out against most of the other far-
sighted public health bills bassed by the
89th Congress.

But I say to them, as I said in this
House last year, when asked where “this
kind of business” will end: that I, for
one, intend to keep going and going until
we take adequate care of as many people
as we possibly can who so badly need
better health services, no matter how
long it takes.
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I promised, in my “Living Care”
speech, to introduce legislation to help
the elderly. This bill I introduce today is
the first piece of such legislation I intend
to introduce in this 24 session of the 89th
Congress. It is a vital piece of legisla-
tion, for only by breventive care can we
hope to reduce the staggering load of suf-
fering borne by the elderly in our midst,

As most of you know, I have concerned
myself with the problems of the aged
for the past decade. In 1956 I supported
the President in establishing a Federal
Council on Aging, and in 1959 1 intro-
duced legislation calling for the White
House Conference on Aging that was
held in 1961.

In 1963 I introduced the Older Amer-
icans Act which finally passed in 1965,
I am happy to say that the Aging Ad-
ministration that it created within the
Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare is now a going concern.

I am proud of this record and of these
successes. Yet it is no exaggeration to
say that I helieve that the Adult Health
Protection Act of 1966 will be the most
important single biece of legislation con-
cerning the aging and the aged that I
have ever introduced into this House.

B
LOUIS CARDELL GERRY

Mr. FOGARTY. Mr, Speaker, on Feb-
ruary 5 the House of Representatives
lost a constituent, a taxpayer, a business
leader, a Republican, a gentleman, a
friend of the beople and, T am both proud
and personally grieved to say, a fellow
Rhode Islander and g friend.

Mr. Louis Cardell Gerry, of Provi-
dence, R.I., died on February 5 at the
age of 81 after a career as business exec-
utive and financier, after nearly two
decades as president of Rhode Island
Hospital, after g lifetime of service to
his fellow man.

He was a director of a score of corpo-
rations, a trustee of Brown University,
a former chairman of the Providence
chapter of the American Red Cross, a
33d degree Mason, a recipient of the
first Greater FProvidence Chamber of

Commerce annugl Roger Willlams
Award for outstanding service to the
community.

Over a 1ong period of time he was as-
sociated with the Rhode Island Com-
munity Chests. He served the State
without compensation as racing and ath-
letics administrator under the former
Gov. William H. Vanderbilt, during
which time he was the author of a mod-
ernized set of racing rules for the State.
During World War I he served with
the United War Fund, was vice chair-
man of the Rhode Island Salvage Com-
mission, a member of the committee of
Veterans’ Information Center, and both
during the war and afterward was g
member of the First Army Advisory
Committee.

The man of whom I speak did not hold
public office, though he was a devoted
public servant; a brivate citizen who ex-
cmplified enlightened and perceptive
support of sound legislation; a friend of
Governors and Members of Congress.
Particularly, to me, he was a source of
inspiration in his chosen avocation a3
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when Secretary McNamara told news-
men they should not interview General
Taylor because in his words:

It would be impossible for Max to talk to
these people without leaving the impression
the situation is going to hell.

Bear with me, Mr. Speaker. I know
that this recounting stretches the credi-
bility to the snapping point, but there are
three more “pronouncements” I would
like to include.

On February 18, 1965, buoyed up by
heaven knows what, the Secretary of
Defense said:

The past year has also brought some en-
couraging developments,

Visiting in Saigon for the sixth time,
the Secretary assayed the situation and
delivered himself of this:

We are no longer losing. It will be a long
war.

" One more quotation, Mr. Speaker, and
I will rest my case. In December of 1965,
Mr. McNamara said, when he returned
from his seventh trip, that he was ‘“su-
prised” at the intensity of the war.

I wish I could, like Shakespeare, leave
him to heaven, but T cannot. This man,
this computerized genius, is at the helm
of our ship of war and this dreary record
of his faltering, misunderstanding of the
situation and the foe we face in Vietnam
is a cause for alarm.

If the Secretary had had confidence in
the American people and had told them
the truth about the situation in Vietnam
each time I have recorded his statements,
there would not now. be the division, the
controversy, and the confusion which
exists in the minds of many.

I hope this recording serves a useful
purpose in setting his record straight.

LEAVE OF ABSENCE

By unanimous consent, leave of ab-
sence was granted as follows, to:

Mr. Hansen of Iowa (at the request of
Mr. ALBERT), for February 24 and 25, on
account of official business.

Mr. CHELF (at the request of Mr.
NATCcHER), on account of death of close
friend.

Mr. Dvar, for Thursday, Friday, and
Monday; February 24, 25, and 28, on ac-
count of official business.

SPECIAL ORDERS GRANTED

By unanimous consent, permission to
address the House, following the legisla-
tive program and any special orders here-
tofore entered, was granted to:

Mr. HaLpErN (at the request of Mr.
BurTox of Utah), for 15 minutes, today:
and to revise and extend his remarks and
include extraneous matter. .

Mr. BucHANAN (at the request of Mr.
Burton of Utah), for 1 hour, on Febru-
ary 28; and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous matter.

Mr. FocarTy (at the request of Mr.
Boges), for 15 minutes, today, on two
different subjects; to revise and extend
his remarks and to include extraneous
matter. ‘

Mr. WacGOoNNER (at the request of Mr,
Bogas), for 20 minutes, today, and to re-
vise and extend his remarks and to in-
clude extraneous matter.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

By unanimous consent, permission to
extend remarks in the Appendix of the
RECORD, or to revise and extend remarks
was granted to: -

Mr. KrocH asked and was given per-
mission to revise and extend his remarks.

Mr. ScHMIDHAUSER (at the request of
Mr. Bocas) to extend his remarks during
the debate on H.R. 12752 and to include
extraneous maftter.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. Burton of Utah) and to in-
clude extraneous matter:)

Mr. HALPERN in three instances.”

Mr. DErRWINSKI in four instances.

Mr. Latrp in two instances.

Mr. RuMSsFELD in three instances.

Mr. MorsE in two instances.

Mr. YOUNGER in two instances.

Mr. SprINGER in two instances.

Mr. DAGUE.

Mr. HaLL.

Mr. Fino.

Mr. CONABLE.

Mr. QUILLEN.

Mr. ANDERSON of Illinois.

Mr. CUNNINGHAM.

Mr. MoorE in two instances.

Mr. Brock in three instances.

Mr. Kinc of New York in five instances.

Mr. TaLcoTT in three instances,

Mr. SHRIVER in two instances.

Mr. McCrory in two instances.

Mr. LIPSCOMB.

Mr. MaTHias in five instances.

(The following Members (at the re-
quest of Mr. Boces) and to include
extraneous matter:)

Mr. MOELLER.

Mr. DabpArIO in five instances.

Mr. Moss in six instances.

Mr. WiLLiam D. Forp in two instances.

Mr. TaompsoN of New Jersey in three

. instances.

Mr. GiBBoNS in four instances.

Mr. NATCHER.

Mr. Roncario In two instances.

Mr. ScHMIDHAUSER in four instances.

Mr. GiLLIcaN in two instances.

Mr. BROOKS. '

Mr. O’NEAL of Georgia.

Mr. CAsEY in two instances. .

Mr. RooNEY of Pennsylvania in two
instances.

Mr. GONZALEZ.

Mr. CareY in two instances.

Mr. VIVIAN.

Mr. DINGELL.

Mr. MULTER in three instances.

Mr. N1x.

Mr. RACE.

Mr. IrWIN in six instances.

Mr. POWELL in six instances.

Mr. Dow.

Mr. Fraser in five instances.

Mr. RoGers of Colorado.

Mr. Epwaros of California in two In-
stances.

Mr. CooLEY in two instances.

SENATE ENROLLED BILL SIGNED

The SPEAKER announced his signa-
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of
the following title:

5. 1904, An act to authorize the Secre-
tary of the Interior to give to the Indians
of the Pueblos of Acoma, Santa Ana, and
Zla the beneficial interest In certaln fed-
erally owned lands heretofore set aside for
school or administrative purposes.
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DEATH OF REV. BERNARD
BRASKAMP, CHAPLAIN

The SPEAKER. Under previous order
of the House, the gentleman from Iowa
[Mr. GrElGG] is recognized.

Mr, GREIGG. Mr Speaker and Mem-
bers of the House, it was with a great deal
of sadness that I am called upon today
to announce to you the sudden death of
our beloved Chaplain, the Reverend Ber-
nard Braskamp. Mr. Speaker, Dr.
Braskamp was born in Alton, Iowa, a
small farm community in my district of
northwest Iowa. :

Since coming to the Congress last
year, I was most pleased and proud to
have had a series of opportunities to
reminisce with our Chaplain about the
heritage we both shared., Through this
association, I developed a strong sense of
respect and admiration for Reverend
Braskamp. He typified the personal
elements so necessary to the stature of
the honored position he held for 16
years., It is significant to recall that the
position of Chaplain of the House of
Representatives assures us that our daily
deliberations begin with thoughts of our
Creator—and the burden of such a re-
sponsibility was fully carried by the man
whose memory we honor today. The toll
of time which placed him among my
elders never suffered him to be anything
but enthusiastically concerned with his
duty to God and this honored body.

My predecessor, the Honorable Charles
B. Hoeven, resides in the same com-
munity of the birthplace of Reverend
Braskamp. There was a great friend-
ship and affection between these gentle-
men, and it has been a source of real
bride over these many years to the citi-
zens of Alton to have a native-born son
serve in as high a position as Chaplain
of the U.S. House of Representatives.

I join with all of the Members of the
House of Representatives extending to
the immediate family our deepest
sympathies.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, will the
gentleman yield?

Mr. GREIGG. 1 yield to the distin-
guished majority leader.

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Speaker, all of us
are deeply grieved by the loss of our be-
loved Chaplain, Rev. Bernard Braskamp,
Only a few days ago he walked with us
and among us In this chamber, and to-
night he walks with angels.

This man of God, this noble character,
has been our spiritual adviser and men-
tor for 16 years.

His was the volce of the servant of the
Lord, adjounring us to maintain the
added dimension of spiritual values in
all our earthly works. His prayers di-
mension of spiritual values in all our
earthly works. His prayers often re-
flected the mood and tempo of the
House—its crises, its defeats, its victories.
In every case he reminded us that these
things shall all pass away, but the King-
dom of the Lord shall endure forever.
His messages were essentially messages
of hope—as it the Christian philosophy
itself.

Therefore, while we sorrow at his
passing, we are comforted by the knowl-
edge that our friend and spiritual shep-
herd, has gone to the just reward that
surely awalts him,
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This distinguished churchman served
his Presbyterian congregation for 40
years and was the dean of Presbyterian
ministers in Washington, D.C. He was
moderator of the Synod of Baltimore,
comprising Presbyterian Churches in
Washington, Baltimore, and New Castle,
Del. His outstanding leadership in send-
ing church aid to the people of Holland
during the war caused Queen Wilthelmina
to knight him in the Order of Orange
Nassau.

Tir. Braskamp's 16 years of service in
the House were the capstone of a long
and effective career. His interest In
politics and government dated back to
the days when he enrolled at Princeton
specifically to have the opportunity to
hear the lectures of its then President,
Woodrow Wilson. Mr. Braskamp was
originally an Yowan and earlier had at-
tended Grinneit College.

As the House knows, Reverend Bras-
kamp was a learned theologian and
philosopher, notwithstanding his love of
baseball and his boyhood desire to be-
come a major league player. His schol-
arship did not prevent his enjoying sim-
ple, human things. His humanity was
the quality which made him our friend
and confidante, as well as our official
pastor. We shall greatly miss him; we
can never repay our debt to him.

Mrs. Albert and I extend his children
and all his loved ones our deepest
sympathy.

Mr. GREIGCH T thank the gentleman.

Mr. GERALD R. FCRD. Mr. Speaker,
will the gentleman from JIowa yield?

Mr. GREIGG. I yield to the distin-
ruished minority leader.

Mr. GERALD R. FORD. Mr. Speaker,
in the passing of Dr. Braskamp, all of
us in this Chamber have lost a good
friend and wise counselor. We have
served during his chaplaincy have been
strengthened spiritually and religiously
by his dally prayer and by the messages
which he gave at the opening of each
session.

I was particularly fortunate to become
well acquainted with him. We were both
eraduates of the University of Michigan,
and would reminisce on many, many oc-
casions about Ann Arbor and our at-
tendance at the university.

Although Dr. Braskamp was a man of
God, he was an individual who had a
broad interest in all facets of life and a
deep appreciation for all people. His
daily prayers while we were In scssion re-
flected this interest in and concern for
his fellow men.-

1 can speak ror those of us on this
side and say without hesitation or quali~
{ication that this Chamber and its Mem-
bers were better, each and every day, be-
cause we had as the Chaplain of the
liouse. Dr. Bernard Braskamp. We will
ntiss him, and we all extend to his family
our very deepest condolences. Dr.
Tiraskamp has left an indelible impres-
sion on the House of Representatives.

Mr. GREIGG. I thank the gentleman.

Mr. BOGGS. Mr. Speaker, will the
pontleman yield?

Mr. GREIGG. T yield to the distin-
guished majority whip.

Mr. BOGGS. Mr, Speaker, I should
like to concur in the beautiful expres-
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sions made here this aftermoon by the
distinguished gentleman from Iowa, by
the distinguished majority leader, and
by the distinguished minority leader in
the tributes they have paid to our late
Chaplain, Dr. Braskamp. It was my
privilege to have been closely associated
with Dr. Braskamp. I saw him almost
every day. His office was very close to
mine.

Invariably he was a man of good cheer
and good spirit, optimistic by nature.
He loved his fellowmen. He loved this
House of Representatives. He loved our
country, and he loved his church and his
Giod. As those who have spoken pre-
viously to me have said, all of us in this
body are better off because of his years
of service here.

He lived a beautiful life. He was sad-
dened with the passing of his wife a few
years agn. We used to talk about that.
But he was a man of great courage and
great faith.

Mr. Speaker, the House has lost a dear
friends in the passing of Dr. Braskamp,
our Chaplain for more than 15 years. A
kind and gentle man was Dr. Braskamp,
and we in this House are finer men—we
are of stronger faith—because he dwelt
among us for so many years.

When I think of Dr. Braskamp, I think
of those words which he lived by, from
the Book of Joshua, chapter I, verse 9,
when the Lord said to Joshua.:

Be strong and of good courage; be not
alraid, nelther be thou dismayed: for the
Lord Thy God is with thee whithersoever
thou gaest.

I think that describes the beautiful,
inspiring mind of the man who served
us so well and so faithfully for so many
years.

Dr. Braskamp was born to humbie be~

ginnings, but through his own inspira--

tion, intelligence, and hard work, he
earned his first degree from the Univer-

sity of Michigan, while working at odd

jobs on the campus. His academic rec-
ord was so superior that he was awarded
a scholarship to the Harttford Theologi-
cal Seminary in Connecticut. From
there, he transferred to the Princeton
Theological Seminary where he earned
both a bachelor’s degree in theology and
s, master’s degree in philosophy. He
came to us, Mr. Speaker, as acting chap-
lain for 3 years, and then in 1950, Lic was
clected Chaplain.

A man of wisdom, of kindness znd of
noble spirit was the Reverend Braskamp,
and we shall all miss him. Mr. Speaker,
it is the spirit a man leaves behind for
which he is most remembered, and Dr.
Braskamp was a noble servant of our
Lord, who gave of himself unseifishly
for his fellow man. His scul now lies
with God, where he will receive clernal
love. We thank our Lord that Dr.
Braskamp ministered to us for s¢c many
years.

Mr. GREIGG. Ithank the gentleman.

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, will the
zentleman yield? .

Mr. GREIGG. I yield to the distin-
zuished gentlewoman from Ohio.

Mrs. BOLTON. Mr. Speaker, this
House has suffered a deep loss in the
death of its Chaplain, the Reverend
Bernard Braskamp. He brought into
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this Chamber daily a quiet radiance
of certainty: that life is continuous; that
what we do here is part and parcel of
the long trek man is making out of un-
conscious perfection to perfected con-
sciousness. To him the ancients ex-
pressed his deep belief that “never the
spirit was born, the spirit shall cease to
be mnever, end and beginning are
dreams—Dbirthless and changeless and
deathless remains the spirit forever, dead
though the house of it seems.”

He exhorted us daily to be true ta the
best that is in us—true to the principle
of integrity, honor, and loyalty upon
which this great country that he loved
so deeply was founded.

I am sure all who knew him rejoice
that he has stepped across the threshold
so quietly, so gently—may the Infinite
bless and keep him now and always.

Mr. GREIGG. Mr. Speaker, I thank
the gentlewoman.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will
the gentleman yield?

Mr. GREIGG. I yield to the very dis-
tinguished Speaker of the House.

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, the
sudden death of the Reverend Dr.
Bernard Braskamp has come as a pain-
ful shock to the membership of the
House of Representatives. In his 16
years of ministering to the spiritual
needs of the Members, of opening our
daily sessions with a simple, earnest
prayer, and of friendly talk with individ-
ual Members and informal groups, Dr.
Braskamp had gathered to himself a
host of warm friends. Characteristically,
his daily opening prayer, by which Dr.
Braskamp’s name became familiar to
many whose needs or inclinations lead
them to consult the CONGRESSIONAL
Recorp, was brief, to the point, and
marked by both a strong religious fecling
and a logical commonsense. Since 1958,
he had prefaced his prayer of each day
with a Seripture text, an admirable cus-
tom which I hope his successors may
keep up. His strongly held Presbyterian-
ism was not allowed to narrow the scope
of his ministry in the House of Repre-
sentatives, and both his prayers and his
Scripture selections were always made in.
such a way as to hearten and encourage
each Member of the House, whatever his
particular faith or denomination might
be. Those of no ereed, or of faiths widely
differing from his own, were alike respon-
sive to Dr. Braskamp’s human and
spiritual warmth, to his evident sincerity,
and to his moral force.

Dr. Braskamp came to the House of
Representatives as Chaplain after =
career of 40 years’ service to Presbyterian
congregations in Washington, D.C. He
had first come to Washington as a young
man, in 1911, immediately after his
graduation, with degrees both in theology
and in philosophy, from Princeton
Theological Seminary and Princeton’s
Graduate School of Philosophy. At first
he was assistant pastor of the Church of
the Covenant, which is now the National
Presbyterian Church, and then was called
to the pastorate of the Gurley Mernorial
Presbyterian Church. He took the lead
in the merging of theé Gurley congrega-
tion with that of the Gunton-Temple
Church, and in building the present
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CONTROL OF AIR POLLUTION

The Clean Alr Act of 1963 and its 1965
amendments have given us new tools to
help attack the pollution that fouls the
air we breathe.

We have begun to counter air pollu-
tion by increasing the tempo of effort at
all levels of government.

In less than 2 years Federal financial
assistance has stimulated a 50-percent
increase In the air pollution budgets of
States and local governments. Federal
standards for the control of automobile
exhausts will apply to the 1968 models.
‘I’he Federal interstate abatement pro-
eram will significantly supplement State
and local efforts to deal with air pollu-
Lion.

I am heartened by the progress we are
raaking. But I am mindful that we have
only begun our work. I am forwarding
to the Congress proposals to improve and
inerease Federal research, financing, and
tzchnical assistance to help States and
local governments take the measures
riceded to control air pollution,

POLLUTION FROM ¥EDERAL ACTIVITIES

The Federal Government is rightly ex-
rected to provide an example to the Na-
tion in pollution control. We cannot
make new demands on State and local
governments or on private industry with-
out putting the Federal house in order.
We will take the necessary steps this
year to insure that Federal activities do
not contribute to the deterioration of
our water and air.

Last November I signed an Executive
order requiring that all new Federal in-
stallations include adequate water pollu-
tion control systems. Agencies are re-
quired to submit long-range plans to
bring existing installations up to the
high level of pollution control required
of new facilities. These plans are to be
submitted by July 1 of this year. We
are providing the funds necessary to im-
plement them.

I also intend to issue an Executive
order dealing with air pollution from
YFederal activities. The potential dangers
of air pollution have only recently been
realized. The technical and economie
difficulties in conserving the purity of
our air are, if anything, greater than in
protecting our water resources. Never-
theless, I intend to see that the necessary
steps are taken to curtail emissions from
Federal installations.

JIUMAN RESQURCES FOR POLLUTION CONTROL

New projects and new technology are of
little value without skilled people dedi-
cated to putting them to effective use.

1 propose to enlist the services of those
in industry and the universities.

I propose to attract skilled adminis-
trators and scientists to the challenges of
full-time occupations in pollution con-
trol.

Critical skills arc in short supply in all
public pollution control operations. We
need to train scientists and social scien-
tists in these activities, and to demon-
sirate the advantages of Government
service as a lifetime occupation. I pro-
pose to establish traineeships, fellow-
ships, and an internship program in Fed-
eral pollution control activities. The
participants will be in residence in Fed-
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eral pollution control programs through-
out the country.
IMPACT ON OUR CITIES

The pollution control programs I have
recommended will benefit all Americans.

But nowhere will the impact be greater
than on our cities.

These steps can clean the air that is
today blighted by smoke and chemicals.

These steps can bring to growing ur-
ban centers abundant supplies of pure
water to sustain today’s prosperity and
to satisfy tomorrow's needs.

These steps can enrich the daily life
of the city dweller and his children by
restoring surrounding waterways to their
unspoiled natural beauty. For we know
that ugliness is degrading and costly, but
that beauty can revive the human spirit
and enlarge the imagination.

NATIONAL WATER COMMISSION

Inno area of resource management are
the problems more complex—or more
important—than those involving our Na-
tion’s water supplies. The water short-
age in the Northeastern United States is
a dramatic reminder that we must take
every possible step to improve the man-
agernent of our precious water resources.

I propose the establishment of a Na-
tional Water Commission to review and
advise on the entire range of water re-
source problems-—from methods to con-
serve and augment existing water sup-
plies to the application of modern tech-
nology, such as desalting, to provide
more usable water for our cities, our in-
dustries, and our farms.

This Commission will be composed of
the very best minds in the country. It
will judge the quality of our present ef-
forts. It will recommend long-ranze
plans for the future. It will point the
way to iIncreased and more effective
water resource measures by the Federal
Government, working in close coopera-
tion with States, local communities, and
private industry.

SAVING OUR FQRESTS

Since the century’s beginning the Na-
tional Government has labored to pre-
serve the sublime legacy that is the
American forest.

Time after time public intervention
has prevented the destruction of irre-
placeable forest lands.

Our national park and forest systems
are America’s prinecipal trustee in the
vital task of conservation. That task
cannot be accomplished in a single
stroke. It requires patient determina-
tion and carefui planning to secure for
our people the beauty that is justly
theirs. It merits careful planning.

I propose that we plan now to coni-
plete our national park system by 1972-—
the 100th anniversary of Yellowstone,
the world’s first national park.

Substantial progress has been macde
during the last 4 years. Yet many scenic
masterpieces remain unprotected and
deserve early inclusion in the national
park system.

A REDWOOD NATIONAL PARK

I propose the creation of a Redwood
National Park in northern California.

It is possible to reclaim a river like the
Potomac from the carelessness of man.
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But we cannot restore—once it is lost-—
the majesty of a forest whose trees soared
upward 2,000 years ago. The Secretary
of the Interior—after exhaustive consul-
tations with preservationists, officials of
the State of California, lumbermen, and
others—has completed a study of the dc-
sirability of establishing a park of inter-
national significance.

I have reviewed his recommendations,
and am submitting to the Congress leg-
islation to establish such a park. This
will be costly. But it is my recommen-
dation that we move swiftly to save an
area of immense significance before it is
too late,

OTHER OUTDOOR RECREATION PROFPOSALS

Other major outdoor recreation pro-
posals which should be approved in 1966
are:

1. Cape Lookout National Seashore,

C

2. Sleeping Bear Dunes National Lake-
shore, Mich.

3. Indiana Dunes National Lakeshore,
Ind.

4. Oregon Dunes National Seashore,
Oreg.

5. Great Basin National Park, Nev.

6. Guadalupe Mountains National
Park, Tex.

7. Bighorn Canyon National Recrea-
tion Area, Mont.-Wyo.
8. Flaming Gorge
tion Area, Utah-Wyo.
For a region which now has no na-
tional park, I recommend the study of a
Connecticut River National Recreation
Area along New England’s largest river,
in the States of New Hampshire, Ver-
mont, Massachusetts, and Connecticut.
I propose the early completion of stu-
dies and planning for two new parks—
the Apostle Isles Seashore along Lake
Superior and North Cascades in Wash-

ington State.
NATIONWIDE TRAIL SYSTEM

In my budget, I recommended legisla-
tion to extend Federal support to the Ap-
palachian Trail, and to encourage the
development of hiking trails accessible to
the people throughout the country.

I am submitting legislation to foster
the development by Federal, State, and
local agencies of a nationwide system of
trails and give special emphasis to the
location of trails near metropolitan
areas.

PRESERVATION OF HISTORIC SITES

Historic preservation is the goal of
citizen groups in every part of the coun-
try. To help preserve buildings and sites
of historic significance, I will recommend
a program of matching grants to States
and to the National Trust for Historic
Preservation.

WILEB RIVER SYSTEM

I am encouraged by the response to my
proposal for a national wild rivers sys-
tem, and I urge the Congress to complete
this pioneering conservation legislation
this year.

COSTS OF LAND ACQUISITION

The spiraling cost of land acquisitions
by the Federal Govermnent, particularly
for water resource and recreational pur-
poses, is a matter of increasing concern.

National Recrea-
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Mr. MORSE. I wish to comment on
two points the Senator has made.

First of all, I wish the Senator to know
that I agree with him on the desirability
of a vote this week. I want him to know
also that I shall not agree to a unani-
mous-consent agreement to vote on it,
because I believe that if we hold sessions
for a reasonable number of hours each
day, we will get a vote on it this week.

Some of us are busily engaged in pre-
paring what we consider to be a very
basic statement of policy on the part of
those of us who disagree with the esca-
lated war policy which we think is in-
herent in the pending bill. As far as the
senior Senator from Oregon is concerned,
I would join in any objection to a fili-
buster on this bill. But I have not heard
anyone talking about a debate that could
possibly be characterized as a filibuster.

However, some of us have an honest,
sincere belief that the pending measure
raises such vital questions of policy in the
field of American foreign relations that
we feel we should not vote on it until
certain statements on that policy have
been made. We think each Senator
should have the right of discussing the
pending measure on its merits without
any time limitation being imposed upon
him.

I would be the most surprised man in
the Senate if we did not reach a vote on
the bill before the week is over. I think
we should vote on it before the week is
over; but only after the regular course of
debate has taken place.

As to the comment the Senator from
Louisiana has made that he thinks the
point of view of some of us may be aiding
and abetting the enemy, that, of course,
he is privileged to discuss, and we shall
reply.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, may I say that as far as I am con-~
cerned, my position is well known.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The Senator’s 3 minutes have ex-
pired.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I ask unani-
mous consent that I may have an addi-
tional 2 minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so or-
dered.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. My position
is well known, and I am proud to speak
for a State that is united almost to a
man behind our national policy. While
I have received some ecriticism, I have
received a great amount of applause as
well from such States as New York and
California.

Mr. President, as far as Louisiana is
concerned, my mail runs 99-plus percent
in favor of the position I take, that we
should give those men in Vietnam all the
help they need, and that, having com-
mitted ourselves, we should not renege
on those commitments. I say further,
Mr. President, that in Louisiana—and I
was there last weekend—and also in Ar-
kansas and Texas I have yet to find a
single person who expresses any dis-
agreement with the firmness that this
Nation proposes to show in resisting ag-
gression in southeast Asia.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I con-
cur with the distinguished acting ma-
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jority leader. I have prepared a short
statement, which I may as well present
to the Senate at this time.

Yesterday, we observed the birth an-
niversary of George Washington. He
was our first Commander in Chief. He
was made general and Commander in
Chief of the united Colonies on June
15, 1775.

In that capacity, he had his problems
with the Continental Congress in secur-
ing supplies, weapons, pay, and other
necessities for his army.

Those experiences were a factor in
making the President the Commander in
Chief when the Constitution was written.

Now, 191 years later, a similar prob-
lem confronts us.

The Commander in Chief, based on
estimates which have been prepared and
supported by our field commanders in
Vietnam, the Joint Chiefs of Staff, the
Natlonal Security Council, and the
Budget Bureau has presented a request
for $4.8 billion for aircraft, missiles,
naval vessels, and other items.

The request has been carefully proc-
essed by the Armed Services Committee
and the Defense Department Appropri-
ations Subcommittee. They heard 11
witnesses. From 16 to 24 Senators were
present at all of those hearings.

The bill which the committee reported
is not a policy measure. It is a bill to
authorize funds for needed equipment
and research.

After it was reported to the Senate,
the Foreign Relations Committee began
hearings on another measure. It trig-
gered a broad discussion of our policy in
and toward Vietnam.

In and out of committee, on and off

the Senate floor, a diversity of views and
viewpoints have been freely expressed—
to withdraw, to pause longer, to escalate,
to de-escalate, to limit the struggle.
- And all this time, the request for
weapons and equipment languishes.
Virtually no speeches have been directed
to the measure before us,

There have been aITega,tions and ful-
minations that “we are spread danger-
ously thin” and that “shortages appear”
but the request of the Commander in
Chief for authority and funds to pro-
cure weapons and supplies reposes in the
Senate without action.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The time of the Senator! from
Illinois has expired.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 ad-
ditional minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Until this authorization is approved,
no money can be appropriated. If the
Commander in Chief because of urgent
necessity should obligate funds without
this authority, the Congress would be the
first to castigate him.

The time for more talk on this pending
measure is past.. The time for action is
here and now.

The well-being of more than 200,000
American troops, 12,000 miles from home,
is involved.

The continued and successful prosecu-
tion of the present struggle is at stake.
To delay further action on the pending
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request means that Congress must
accept responsibility for failure to act.

It has been said that in the 10-year
struggle of the French with the Viet-
minh, that the war was lost not at Dien-
bienphu but in Paris. I trust it may
never be recorded that if we fail in our
objectives, that the failure occurred not
at Danang, or in the highlands of Viet-
nam, but in Washington.

To seek cloture on a measure involyv-
ing our national securlty, our pledges to
Vietnam, and our obligations under the
Southeast Asia Treaty Organization
would be absolutely incredible. The im-
pact of such action on troop morale
could scarcely be measured. Its impact
on world reaction could scarcely be
evaluated.

The time has come to close the debate
and act. I believe I speak for the vast
majority of the Republican minority
when I say we are ready to act now and
approve the request which is before us.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I am very
glad that the Senator from Illinois read
the statement which he read a few
minutes ago with regard to the situation
which confronts the Senate in regard to
the pending business., Many of us do
not agree with the conclusion he has
reached that there is no basic policy
question involved in the penhding bill.
That is where we find an honest differ-
ence of opinion among Senators, because
some of us think the pending bill does
involve a basic policy question. It in-
volves the foreign policy vis-a-vis the
United States and Asia, That is the
policy issue involved in the pending bill.
I say it should be discussed in some
detail in the discussion of the bill.

I simply wanted to file this caveat of
disagreement with what the Senator
from Illinois had to say, to at least show
the public that there is a difference of
opinion with regard to the policy and
that it is involved in the pending bill.

In view of even what the Secretary of
Defense has said, I will show in remarks
on the floor that we are drawing close
to a potential escalation of the war which
will result in the killing of thousands of
American boys whose lives should not be
sacrificed. The bill involves the deci-
sion of the President of the United States
to escalate the war. We think it involves
8 policy question and we think we ought
to discuss that policy question in this
authorization bill.

I do not question the sincerity of the
Senator from Illinois [Mr. DIRKSEN], or
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. RUSSELLT, .
or the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
SaLToNsTALL], who have already said
they do not see a policy question in-
volved. It comes to a question of a time
limit. I have already announced, and I
now announce, that if we devote our-
selves to a discussion of the bill on the
floor, and if we do nothing but discuss
the bill, we will get to a vote by the end
of the week.

The Senator from Illinois calls the at-
tention of the public to the allegation

that any prolonged discussion of the bil}-. .

somehow, in some way, is letting down
the boys in this area. We do not accept
that. We think, because of the poliey is-
sue involved, this issue should be deter-
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mined in order to seek to protect the
boys in southeast Asia, because some of
us believe that if we follow the policy
which can be followed under the bill we
wre poing to sacrifice unjustifiably many
boys who ought to be saved. That in-
volves a policy question.

So far as the time element is con-
verned, there is already delivered mate-
rial of war to the boys in southeast Asia
that cannot even get unloaded and we
cannot get the shins in now.

I have not heard a scintilla of evi-
dence that there is being denied to our
boys over therc anything in the way they
need for the conduct of the war on its
present scale. 1f that were the case, we
would be unanimeus in wanting to take
whatever steps were necessary to see that
ihey will get whatever materiel, to the
maximum extent necessary, for their
nrotection.

I do not think there is any basis for
~reating the ferr in this country that a
discussion of bosic foreign policy in the
Senabe for a week is going to jeopardize
our boys in that area. If that were the
vase, we would wonder why those boys
had not been given that protection long
before this.

My judgment is that if we discuss this
bill, with our differences of opinion, and
tiave a full discussion, we will get to a
vote on it by the end of the weck. My
lviend, the Senator from Illinois, said he
thought eloture would be a mistake be-
eause of the effect it would have not only
un our American boys overseas, but on
others as well.

i"he PRESIDING
TvniNGgs in the chair).
wenator has expired.

Mr. MORSE. I ask unanimous con-
sent to have 2 additional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
shjection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MORSE. He is quite right when
e says that we ought to get to the issues
in the pending bill and vote on it. I be-
licve we ought Lo do it. I believe we can
do it if we discuiss this bill fully. T think
we could get to a vote by the end of the
week,

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, will the
Aenator yield for a question?

Mr. MORSE. I yield.

Mr. STENNILS. First, I want to com-
mend the Senator when he says that
alter reasonable debate we should be able
Lo volte sometime this week. His attitude
(s ercouraging.

Second, he said he has no evidence that
nur boys over there are in actual need.
t'ortunately, they are getting material
there for their needs, but if there is much
more of a delay, there is going to be a
gritical need for some items.

Mr. MORSE. Of course, I do not
think we should continue the present
policy. There is a great difference be-
tween the question of supplying our boys
and the question of whether we should
continue the present policy. It is the
policy we are discussing. As I am going
to urge in my remarks, if we continue
this policy, we are headed for an esca-
lated war that will end up in a war with
China,

Mr.” JAVITS. Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that the time for this

OFFICER (Mry.
The time of the
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discussion be extended 1
minute.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. JAVITS. T do not think there is
division of opinion on supplying what
the boys need, as the Senator from Ore-
gon has said, but there is a need for
debate on the President’s policy. There-
fore, when I make my address, I shall
discuss the policy. I think the debate
on the question of policy is good for the
country.

I hope thal we do see it through.
There is nothing to stop the Senate from
having night sessions. :

T have a speech to make. It will not
take more than 35 or 40 minutes. I un-
derstand that others wish to speak also.
Let us give everybody an opportunity to
speak and still vote on Friday.

Mr. MORSYE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. JAVITS. T yield.

Mr. MORSE. I comupletely agree with
the senior Senator from New York that
this is the issue before us.

I believe there is a policy issue here as
to whether or not there is going to be
a reassessment of the position of Aurzust
19584. I believe that a vote on this meas-
ure does exactly that.

‘That is whv I am poing to give the
Senate an opportunity to vote on the
resolution of August 1964.

Dn not forget that it provides a re:cis-
sion clause. I believe the time has come
to place restrictions on the President
a:d not give him carte blanche authority
that the resoluftion of 1964 zave him.

T refuse tn believe thore have only been
two of us who would have voted agrinst
it in August 1964. There are other &Sen-
ators who believe as Senator GRUENING
and I belicve and continue {0 believe.

At tkat time we had 20,000 soldiers
there. 'There are 200,000 men there now.
The figure could go to 400.000, 600,000,
or 800,000. If we get intc a war with
China, it may go to 3 million in 36
months after themwar breaks out.

T think the time has come to place a
restriction on the Commander in Chief
and not give him carte blanche author-
ity. I am going to offer that as an
amendment to this bill.

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President. may
1 ask a question?

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I would
like to finish this and then yield to the
Senator.

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
TypiNgs in the chair). The Senator is
recognized for 1 additional minute.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I believe
the President got a power of attorney
limited by the situation which we have
there, notwithstanding his words. I
believe this vote approves his policy to
the date covered by the appropriation,
which covers 400,000 personnel.

Therefore, I and others will reserve
the right to vote against the appropria-
tion if the President is unwise enough
in persisting in not joining with us in
connection with the resolution of
August 1964.

I agree with the Senator that there is
a replacement clause. I shall vote no,
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but I reserve the right to voite yes
tomorrow if the President persists in
not joining us in this decision.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to
say to the Senator from New York. the
former attorney general of his State
whose legal advice I follow frequently—
but not on this occasion—a power of
attorney can be given, but one can sub-
sequently fire the attorney.

Mr. SYMINGTON. Mr. President, I
rise in the Chamber at the end of this
discussion.

In answer to a direct question as to
whether or not this money was nceded
promptly and whether this bill should
be passed promptly to help our military
effort in Vietnam, the director of the
AID program, Mr. Bell, said, in his opin-
ion, it should be possed, the sooner the
better.

Inasmuch as this is a supplement to
the 1966 appropriation, and in the in-
terests of the men who are now fighting
on the front in South Vietnam, I hope
the Senate will pass this bill.

Mr. STENNIS. Mr. President, quite
briefly on this subject, and as one who
handled the appropriation bill last year,
and urged that more money be put in at
the time for the war in Vietnam, I can
state as a fact, knowing the background
of these needs, that this money is neceded
now,; that the critical date is fast ap-
proaching when failure of it will cause
actual delay in providing the hardware
of fighting a war, including helicopters,
2.75 rockets, and items of that kind.

There is no question about the critical
timing, and it is necessary to pass Lhis
bill as soon as we can.

I commend the Senator from Oregon
for his willingness to dispose of it wilh
dispatch this week.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, in the
presence of the acting majority leader
and the Democratic whip—and I have
postponed making this request until he
was in the Chamber—I ask uanimous
consent that certain communieations,
editorials, and newspaper stories dealing
with my position in regard to the war in
Asia be printed in the RECORD.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, reserving the right to object—and
I hope that it will not be necessary to ¢b-
ject—I note that the Senator has, from
time to time, placed in the REcorp in
support of his position great numbers of
communications. I understand thatl in
some instances it has taken up as much
as 40 pages of fine print in the Recory.

Mr. President, let me say, as a Sena-
tor from Louisiana, that I would imagine
the majority of those communications—
perhaps all of them—support the posi-
tion of the Senator from Oregon, a posi-
tion which is contrary to the one this
Nation is taking today on the subject of
the war in Vietnam.

I do not wish the REcorp to give the
impression that the people of this Na-
tion are not behind their President, are
not behind their Government, or that
they are not in support of our young men
fighting in Vietnam.

I, for example, have many thousands
of communications and letters support-
ing the position of President, the posi-
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tion of the Government, and the position
I have taken in regard to this matter.

I do not object to the Senator’s placing
certain selective matter in the RECORD
which supports his position. I would
hope that the Senator is not seeking to
place in the Rrcorp all correspondence
in- support of his position, because it
would seem to me it would only be fair
for those of us who take the opposite
position in the matter to place an equal
amount of correspondence in the REcC-
orp. The question would then become
to what extent should we burden the
REecorp with more of the same.

In other words, there is no doubt in
my mind that some of the letters I
receive-—and some of these letters come
from the State of Oregon, and other
States—that there are people who sup-
port his position. There is also no doubt
whatever that many people do not.
Likewise, in the State of Louisiana, let
me say that the mail I receive is very
nearly unanimous. As of this date, it
might very well be unanimous in sup-
port of my position. I would hope that
we could work out some rules of proce-
dure by which we would be able to give
Yoth sides an equal opportunity to load
the REcorDd with correspondence in sup-
port of both positions.

Let me ask the Senator from Oregon
whether this is all the mail he receives,
or only certain selected samples which
he believes most adequately support his
position?

Mr. MORSE. I will be glad to tell the
Senator, if he will allow me to respond.

Mr. President, since last Friday, my
office tells me that we have received over
15,000 pieces of mail. In fact, we have
a group of volunteers over there today
opening up the mail.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the-Senator from Oregon has expired.

Mr. MORSE. Mr, President, I ask
unanimous consent to proceed for 3 addi-
tional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, the last
count shows well over 90 percent in sup-
port of my position. The reason I have
from time to time put communications,
pro and con, in the RECORD, is as follows:

There are those who seek to give the
impression that. the Senator from
Oregon is a lonely voice In the wilderness
in this eountry in connection with his
opposition to the war in South Vietnam.
I am satisfled that there are millions of
Americans who share my point of view,
and they are going to be heard from in
increasing numbers in the months ahead.

Mr, President, loock at what those of us
opposed to this war are up against. So
far as the media of information in this
country are concerned, the President has
only to raise a little finger and he is on
television for as long as he wishes to be,
The top officials of the Government have
only to let it be known that they wish to
make a statement, and the statement is
reproduced throughout the press of the
country.

Now, Mr. President, it takes a great
deal of immodesty—and I plead guilty;
it takes a lot of nerve—and I plead
guilty; in fact, some would say a lot of

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

brass to walk onto the floor of the Senate
and ask unanimous consent to have these
communications placed in the REcorb.
But, I owe a great deal to those citizens
who have sent them to me.

Mr. President, there are forces in this
country who feel they are not being
heard, that they are not being given an
opportunity to present their points of
view. I am even having difficulty in the
Committee on Foreign Relations, thus
far, getting certain witnesses that I be-
lieve should come forward in a public
hearing to testify on the basic policy
questions involved. For, whether we
know it or not, we have come to a
crossroads in Ameriean history. Mr.
President, if you and I could come back
to the world 35 or 50 years from today,
we would then be reading about the his-
toric debates of these days in the Senate.
But none of us can even guess or
prophesy in what direction this great
Republic is going to go.

It is for each Senator, in my judgment,
to exercise his own judgment as to how
best to represent the people of his
sovereign State. It happens to be my
judgment that I owe it to the many peo-
ple who have communicated with me—
and I do not begin to place all their com-
munications in the Recorp, but I wish
my friend from Louisiana to know that
I believe it is a fair sampling—that I
want those who are protesting to have
an opportunity, through this medium, to
be heard throughout the country.

The Senator from Louisiana knows
that there are a variety of parliamentary
ways in which we can get the same ma-
terial into the REcorp, I think, how-
ever, that in the interests of time we
should insert this material in the REcqrbp,
and let the Senator who inserts it assume
the responsibility for inserting it. I want
the Senator to know that I have been
very .careful, that I have given the
strictest of instructions to my staff that
no communication shall be placed in the
REecorp which in any way would reflect
on anyone or violate any of the rules of
the Senate. :

As part of this historic debate, there
should be placed in the RECORD the ma-
terial that I ask to be inserted. It is up
to the Senator from Louisiana and every
other Senator to decide what they wish or
do not wish to insert in the Recorn. The
Senator from Louisiaha is within his
parliamentary rights to object. But,
Mr. President, if I cannot get these com-
munications inserted, I shall get them
into the REcorp by reading them,

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, I do not propose to deny the Sena~
tor his right to put this information in
the REcorD. I merely say that I have
never known any time in the history of
this great country, in my study of his-
tory, when American boys who are fight-
ing in a battle in support of the Nation’s
position, both in terms of its solemn
treaty commitments and an act of Con-
gress authorizing that our troops be sent
there, when a Senator has so much seized
upon the opportunity—particularly to
fill the CoNGRESSIONAL RECORD, or to seek
to appear before the American people
and urge that this Nation was going to
lose in its courage, its determination to
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see through an international commit-
ment which it has made. Iam not going
to object to putting this matter in the
RECORD. I merely say, that to the Sena-
tor from Louisiana, the impression would
be given that these communications
speak for a majority of the American
people. They do not speak for 1 per-
cent of the people of Louisiana. They do
not speak for 1 percent of the people of
Texas, to the best of my knowledge, and
I doubt that they speak for a substantial
percentage of the people of any State
which touches the great State of Lou-
isiana, which I have the honor to repre-
sent in the Senate. :

It does seem fair to me that if there
are going to be a great number of com-
munications placed into the REcorp by
any one Senator, every Senator should
have the same opportunity, and I have
some doubts as to the great burden that
will be imposed on the printer.

If each of us has 15,000 letters, we
might be asked why we did not print the
rest of them when we put some of them
into the RECORD.

I simply urge that we have some rule
of fairplay as to what extent we are
going to burden the RECORD.

I have many letters supporting this
Government that I would like to put into
the ReEcorp. I would like to have letters
from Americans whom I regard as pa-
triots put in the Recorp, because I sus-
pect that many of thosé letters that are
printed may not be exactly loyal Amer-
icans. :

I know there are some heart-touching
letters I have received from American
citizens who realize this has been a great
sacrifice to them. Many of them have
paid a great price in the loss of loved
ones and personal sacrifices, but never-
theless they support the commitment of
the United States.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, will
the Senator yield?

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I yield.

Mr. GRUENING. I should like to say
to the Senator from Louisiana that
those of us who oppose what we consider
the great folly of preceding administra-
tions, particularly this one, in involving
ourselves militarily in Vietnam feel that
we should not be sending our boys to
fight and die in South Vietnam because
the defense of South Vietham is not
essential to the defense of our Nation.
Nothing that happens in Vietnam affects
our national security. We invited our-
selves in. We are fighting there for peo-
ple who do not fight effectively for them-
selves. We have had very little support
from our allies, with whom we have
pleaded for it. The report of the hear-
ings released by the Armed Services
Committee on the pending authorization
bill, makes it apparent that we are going
it practically alone, except for a few
token contributions that we have had
I;o work hard to get and that came in
ate,

Those of us who oppose this partici-
pation in an Asian civil war do not yield
to anyone in our patriotism. It is our
desire to see that we do not embark on
a course which cannot be successful, in
achieving the ends we allege we seek,
that is too costly in lives and treasure in
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an area which I do not think is worth
the life of one Amecrican boy.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. We are there
beeause of a commitment we had in the
nrotocol to the southeast Asia Defense
T'reaty, which permitted us to resist ag-
pression in ke very area of South
Yietham.

i rather resent the Senator’s saying
Lhat the people of South Vietnam are
not willing to fizht for their country
against the threat of communism. Leb
us understand this. There have been
soveral governments there. Some of
those governinents were not as popular
as some of us would like them to have
been, but not onc of them has been as
unpopular as is communism.

Wiore than 1 million people left North
Vietnam with nothing more than they
could carry with them, after having
worked a lifetime to accumulate certain
property and poods, in order to go to
South Vietnam to try to escape com-
munism, not knowing what kind of gov-
ornment they were going to have in
South Vietnam.

Wwhen they did get there, they did all
they could to uphold an anti-Communist
rovernment to try to save themselves
from communism. Little mayors, little
aldermen, little chiefs of communities
nave been slaughtered by the Commu-
nists. Nevertheless, they continue to op-
pose communism—50,000 people have
heen killed by the Communists because
they did not want to live under com-
munism and support communism; 45,000
men of the South Viethamese Army have
made the suprcme sacrifice in fighting
on the field of battle, not counting the
hundreds of thousands of those who have
been injured fighting for their country.

{f one considers the sacrifice these peo-
ple have made in fighting not to be under
the Communists, as General Taylor has
said, to compare the number to this
country, we would have to multiply that
number by 20. If we compared those
sacrifices to the population of the United
States, it would amount to 1,800,000 peo~
ple in this country—mayors and other
little town leaders, who would have had
their heads chopped off. The South
Vietnamese continue valiantly., There
are 20 South Vietnamese units compared
to 5 American units on the field of battle
today. So those South Vietnamese are
fizhting bravely.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
time of the Senator has expired.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. I ask unani-
mous consent that I may have 3 addi-
tional minutes.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. With-
out objcetion, it is so ordered.

Mr. LLONG of Louisiana. We did not
decide to send troops into South Vietnam
until North Vietnam &id. South Viet-
nam made it ciear that its people did not
want to be overwhelmed by aggression
{rom the Comraunists. We saw that they
were going to need help. So when the
{yovernment of North Vietnam marched
its troops in there, we sent our troops in,
in accordance with our treaty commit-
ment. People should look long and hard
at the fact that we are living up to our
commitment.
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South Vietnam is a naticn which has
paid much to stand up against commu-
nism, and yet we hear on the floor of
the Senate that the people of South
Vietham are not fighting. The South
Vietnamese have paid a greater price in
re;ative terms that this country has ever
paid in any war it has engaged in.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
objection to the request of the Senator
from Oregon that certain matters be
printed in the RECORD?

There being no objection, the material
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

Los ANGELEs, CALIF.,
February 22, 1956,
Sonator WayNe MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Wuashington, D.C.:

Support your stand in the Vietnam war.
Arnericans should have more represent.tion
like yours.

Mriuronw LUpuN,
La Jorrs, CaALIF.,
February 22, 1966,
Senator WayNeE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
Your views raike sense to us on Vietnam.
Please continue.
irr.and Mrs. ROBERT MISHILL.
SACRAMENTCO, CALIF.,
Febrvary 22, 1368,
Senator Waywy MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
In full support and appreciation for your
courageous leadership on Vietnam issue.
ROBERT and MarRGARET Casi.
Lous ANGELES, CALIP.,
February 22, 1566.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Buildirg,
Washington, D.C.:

Thank you for your courageous stand re-
garding Vietnam. Your publizizing the issue
urgentiy necded.

‘WaLTER BODLANTIER.
New RocuELLE, N.Y.,
February 22, 1466,
Senator Wayne MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

Continue open debate.

Vietnam war.

No support for
Admire your courage.
Mrs. RUTH SCHWARTZ.

Los AncrLes, CaLir.,
February 22, 1066.
Senator WayNr MOoORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

The 60 members of our Drmocratic Club
and the great majority of rnothers at our
wrsery school are solidly behind you We
are for cessation of bombing, recognition of
NLF, no further escalation. We arc ab-
solutely against blank check appropriation
fcr war. We think recent CIDZ resolution on
Vietnam very significant of public feeling.
IMany middle-of-road Democrats locally go
along with this position. Thank you and
good luck.

Mrs. STEPHANIE FEDERAMN,
President, Los Feliz Silveriake Demo-
cratic Ciud. .
PaLo Avrto, CALIF.,
February 22, 1366.
Senator WayNe MORSE,
Washingion, D.C.:

I urge you to do your utmost to stup the
wuseless slaughter of Vietnamese and Ameri-
can men.

TRENE (JA0.
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New RocHELLE, N.Y.,
February 22, 1965,
Senator WaAYNE MoORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Thank you for open hearings. We must
oppose increased appropriation and insist on
negotiations.

Mr. and Mrs. HaroLp L. POSNEL.

New Yorxk, N.Y.,
February 22, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
Thank you for your courage.
tinue.

Please con-~

MorToN KLEINMAN, M.D.
SausatiTo, CALIF.,
February 21, 1366,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Congratulations.
GERTRUDE and ALEXANDER SAXTON.

PrrTseurGH, Pa,,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORsE,
Senate Qffice Building,
Washingion, D.C.:
I share Vietnam views on full disclosure,
including Galbraith report.
JoaN H, GOODWORTIL.

GREENVILLE, CALIF,,
February 21, 1966,

Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Keep tighting in courage and patriotism.
You and GRUENING among the great of Amer-
ican history.

ELEANOR E. SAWYLR.

Nrw York, N.Y,,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.;
Agree with you.
KAREN HUMPIIREY.
ROCHESTER, N.Y.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR: Your courage and convic-
tions are admirable, reallstic, and hunane.
You, and the members of our Government
who oppose further expenditures for the
escalation of the Vietnam war are ncither
puppets nor politicians, you are true states-
men. There are thousand like me, who ure
backing you every inch of the way. Our
democracy and our culture bclong to us, as
Americans. We cannot foist or project our
way of life to satisfy the few who may profit
from an empty victory, while sacrificing our
boys, and children and little babies of both
sides. Thank you for being concerned about
the dignity of man,

Very sincerely,
JuEAN W, KAUFMAN.
MoUNT DoRrA, FLA.,
February 21, 1966.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

Now is the time for the free nations of the
world to actively demonstrate their true
desire for freedom. Now is the time for us
to reevalunte the extent of unity we may
anticipate from our foreign aid policies.
Every nation of the free world should be
represented with military aid in Vietnam.
This is a struggle of the free world over com-
munism and should be represented as such
thus eliminating the United States as prin-
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cipal protector, Nations recelving our for-
elgn ald should discontinue shipments to
nations jeopardizing the peace of the world,
Our minority population will not enable us
to stop communistic inflltrations and up-
risings throughout the world as o sole trustee
for peace. Now is the time for our people to
support and commend Senators FuLBRIGHT
and Morse for their vallant convictions in
our behalf as well as union leaders’ recom-
mendation curtailing shipments to North
Vietnam,

ALFRED P. BERRY.

OLYMPIA, WASH.,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We heartily endorse your vlews on Vietnam
and foreign policy, also your courage and
loyalty.

Mr. and Mrs. H. W, McCLEARY,

MORRO BAY, CALIF.
February 21, 19686,
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
We commend your stand opposing Vietnain
war.
Mr. and Mrs. Dan RICH.

DeNvVER, CoLO.,
February 21, 1968.
Senator WayNr: MOoRsE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We applaud your continued efforts for
beace In Vietnam, especially recommenda-
tlon for Vietcong participation.

PEACE WORKERS,
KNOoXvVILLE, TENN.,
February 21, 1968.
Senator WAYNE Mossg,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.: -
~God bless you for speaking up for all
Americans.
LorraINE and Burt ‘WoMACK,

CORYSTAL LAKE, T1L.,

February 21, 19866.
Senator WaynNe Morsz,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.: .

Appreciate what you have done in inform-

ing citizens of this Republic what is going
on in our Government. Our sincere grati-
ture. Keep up the good work. -

GEORGE D. LYNCE,

New York, N.Y.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator Wayne MOoRSE,
Senate Chamber,
Washington, D.C.:
You are not alone.
that support you.
Pacific,

There are many of us
I spent 5 years in the
so therefore I support you entirely,
NORMAN B. PRINCE.

MoUNT VERNON, N.Y,,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WayNe MorRsE, .
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Keep up your courageous stand. You are

so right,
Dr. atnd Mrs. DoNaLD S, SEARLE,
Kines PoInT, N.Y,,
February 22, 1966,
Senator WAYNE Morsz,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Your courageous efforts on behalf of sanity
are truly remarkable. God glve you the
strength to contlnue.

Mr. and Mrs. EISNER.
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BrOOKLYN, N.Y,,
February 21, 1966,
Senator Wayne MoORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.: :

You were great at the Senate hearings,

Keep up your efforts.
Sincerely,
LucrLie Boss.
R1veRr FOREST, Ty,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WayNg Morsg,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Keep up your good fight, Since we don’t
care to wage a sincere war, we should stop
this faucet dripping blood. The draft should
be replaced by an American system of well-
pald and honored volunteers.

Mrs. PAuL HarvEY.

Forest HiLrs, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WayNE MoRsE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We fully support your views on our In-
volvement in Vietnam and would wish that
more Members of Congress had your under-
standing of the sltuation.

GEORGE and AGUSTA LIrPPMANN.,
Miamr, Fra.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator Wayne MoORsE,
Washington, D.C.:

Please continue your gitted effort to pub-
liclze the truth about Vietnam.

WitLiam B. Narrn and CHARLOTTE NALL.

DETROIT, MIcH.,
February 20, 19686.
Senator Wayne MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

We feel that you represent the very best in
American politics, We urge you to continue
your courageous efforts to bring the truth
to the American people,

Your longtime admirers,
PAT Ryan,
HELENE MROKOWSKI,
MarY LOU LANGAN.
JACK ZOBEL,
PETER ZOBEL.
JUDY SMALE.

STocKTON, CALIF,,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WavyNE MoRsg,
Washington, D.C.: .
Fully support your position on Vietnam
and hope you escalate your efforts informing
the public.
LEONARD and Barpara Fass,

Dzerrorr, Mic., February 20, 1966.
Senator Wavyne MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

Support KENNEDY’S broposal, . Negotiate
with Vietcong., We applaud your efforts to
stop Viet war,

Mrs. E. KALISH,

BurraLo, N.Y., February 20, 1966,
Senator Wayne MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

You and Senator FULBRIGHT are to be
congratulated for your insight and patriotic
work. Please accept my profound respect
for your stand.

R. C. Travis.
LAKEWOOD, N.J,, February 20, 1966.
Senator WayNe Morsk,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Support your stand on Vietnem. Urge
you to continue to fight for curtallment of
U.S. involvement. .

JEROME and BeaTrick SCHURGIN.
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BRIDGEPORT, Conm., February 20, 1968,

Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.¢

Finally your voice is belng heard. Please
continue your courageous efforts “to bring
about a negotiated Peace in Vietnam,
. Davip HUNTER.

i S

REDONDO BEACH, CALTF.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator Wayne MogRSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:

No nation has the right to intervene 1n
the internal affairs of any other nation with
the whole world apprehensive of our con-
duct. Let us pray that the other side does
not have another reckless man. Stand your
ground, Senator,

FRANK MORRIS,
MaspETH, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE Mogsk,
Senate Office, Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We support your stand on the Vietnam
policles for a peaceful solution.

RosarIo Lavepr,

LirTie NECK, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WavynNg MORSE,
Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Full support for your stand on Vietnam.
Please continue to speak for those who are
opposed to our lnvolvement in Vietnam.

LESTER RHOADS.

GrEaT NECK, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WAYNE Morsk,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We of the Long Island committee to end
the Vietham war gratefully applaud now as
always your forthright stand against Amer-
lcan Vietnam pollcy. We rfeel there is suffi-
cient ferment in Congress for many Senators
to express their concern in a concrete way.
Therefore, we hope your amendment, even
though fully Justified, will not be worded
80 strongly as to scare off the votes of FuL-
BRIGHT, KENNEDY, CLARK, etc., in which case,
Johnson would announce another mandate
In his favor. We suggest wording which is
palatable to enough Senators so that John-
son will have no victory in Congress.

Yours with deep respect,
Davip BLum.
MONTEREY, CALIF,,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WayNE Morsk,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Strongly approve your Vietnam investiga-
tion. Wish you were my Senator,

JiM KINNEY.

MARINETTE, Wis,,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE Mogsg,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Thank you very much for Your stand on
the Vietnam question.
Sincerely,
Mrs. AUGusT HALLER.

SaN FRANCISCO, CaLr,,
February 19, 1966.
Senator Wavne MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

I want to thank you because you told the
truth. And I will not let my boy fight Viet-
namese. Let them fight thelr own war.

Mrs. DOROTHY LOVINGS.
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biww Havew, CONN.,
February 20, 1966.
HBenator WayYNE MORSE,
senate Office Building,
Wwushington, D.C.:

War obsolete. We also, unless Vietnam
-war stopped. Fight against ignorance ad-
‘nirable, keep pressire OIL

Doris W. and Eric G. CHANNON.
TRVITTOWN, PA,
webruary 19, 1966.
senator WayNe Monse,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Congratulations. Isecp up the good work.
C. EELMAN.

A rancIsco, CALIE.,
February 19, 1966.
pnalor WAYNE MORSGE,
Wushington, D.C.:

Tlooray for guts. deceuncy, rationulity. Up
neace, down war lor peoples of world. Hoo-
ruy, MORSE.

TWATRICE FOGIN.

“aN PRANCISCO, CALIF.,
February 19, 1966,
Henator WaAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
Am firm admirer your dignified approach
in persuading people tO goodness, reason,
Lelerance, debate.

GrEraLD PAUL.

Y05 ANGFRLES, CALIT.,
February 19, 1966.
Henalor WAYNE MORSE,
Henate Chambers,
washington, D.C.:
gplendid work. Please continue to oppose

war in Vietnam. All want peace.

WrAINE M., SULLIGER.

NEw YOorRK, N.Y.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MOESE,
Uy, Senate Investigating Committee
Vietnam, Wasivington, D.C.:

Bs assured thnt the great majority of
Americans are kehind you. True patriotism
as you know is numanity, strength, and
sanity.

on

SARAH BROWN.

rew HaveEN, CONN,,
February 19, 1966.
genator WAYNE MORSE,
senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Wholeheartedly and warmly support your
position that we have been misguided by the
administration in the conduct of Vietnamese
war. Please continue vital hearings until
the balance of the Senate awakens to their
duty as well.

1. IT. POLLACK.
7.08 ANGELES, CALIF.,
rebruary 19, 1966.
“onator WaAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We agree with your position.
cruel and senscless war.
CGrratefully,

My, and Mrs. ALBERT AIZUSS.

This is &
Keep lighting.

CHETHALIS, WASH.,
¥ebruary 19, 1966.
Henator WAYNi MORSE,
senate Foreign Kelations Committee,
woshington, D.C..
fleartily endorse your concern to prevent
escalation of Vietnam war. Extensive mili-
lary personnel increase and North Vietnam
pombing undoubtedly pressures China to-
ward aggressive defensive action. Escalation
will be disastrous.
Appreciatively,
W. CLYDE BEECHER.
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1.08 ANGELES, CALIF.,
February 20, 1966.
dSenator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
washington, D.C.

A copy of following telegram sent to Presi-
dent Johnson. Rusk's gtatement that we
muss teach Communists that they canrot
win in Vietnam is reminiscent of nothing so
murh as the Nazis on the occasion of invid-
ing Poland. In the name of this cousury
and a democratic foreign policy, stop it.

Jamus and KATHERINE (FALLAGHE!.

New Yoru, N.Y.,
February 20, 196,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
senate Ofjice Building,
washington, D.C..

Your courage, honesty, and consistent ef-
fort to end the immoral and inhuinane war
in Vietnam gives us some haope. We agric o
voe should be taken, but there must be in-
sistence that our Congressmen truly repre-
sent the people’s will for peace.

Rurit SHALLIT and EvELy N HymMa @

CrYSTAL LAKE, ILL.,
Fevruary 21, 1944,
Sennator WavNeE MORSE,
Senale Office Building,
Wushington, D.C.:

Appreciate what you have done in inform-
ing citizens of this Republic what is poing
on in our Government. Our sincere grati-
ttde. Kecp up Lhe good work,

£, G, Harnrs,
AlpaNy, CALIF.,
February 20, 1956,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

‘We appreciate your long fight to
American invelvement in Vietnam.
gat discouraged.

Mr. and Mrs. ¥. H. HUGHiES.

end
Don’t

FHILADELFHIA, PENN.,
February 18, 166,
Senator WayNeE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Applaud your position at hearings.
up the good work.

eep

James McBRusE
Jack DasSCHBLCH.

MirL VALLEY, CALIF..
February 19, 1166.
senator Waynt MORSE,
Washington, D.C..
We support your Vietnam stand for Ameri-
can decency. Wish we could help more.
NATHAN ADLER.

PAsapENA, CALIF.
February 19, (966.
Hon. WaAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We approve and support open leter on
Vietham New York Times of Sunda: Feb-
ruary 13, 1968.

ArtHUR H. VAUG:AN,
AUDREY J. VAUGLUAN,

Mriamr BracH, FrLa
February 18, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
‘washington, D.C.:

We wholeheartedly agree with your views
on the Vietnam war. Your gentlemanly but
Arm debate with General Taylor wus well
stated. Hope the leaders of our couniry will
heed your advice. Continued heal'h and
good luck to you.

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. HyMaN KIRSNEit
and Family.

February 23, 1964

DARLAND, CALIF.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Congratulations Senator Morse. Our far-
ily is grateful to you. We fear the backward
element of the South, the Birchers and the
extreme right have taken over foreign policy
of our country. We suggest the character of
General Ky in all its monstrosity be given
publicity. Best wishes and thanks.

The KANE Faminy.

MaNHASSET, N.Y,,
February 19, 1964,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
Regarding Vietnam this is the first ltime
you've been right and I approve.
P. DanNizt.

PaLo ALTo, CALIF.,
February 19, 196¢.
Senator WaynNe MoRsE,
Washington, D.C.!

We support your position on American
policy in Vietnam. Mr. Johnson’s returs
the theory that any acts are justified if they
are anti-Communist is irresponsibility which
jeopardizes the entire world.

Wirriam C. PAULSEN.
Mart Ci. PAULSEN.

DETROIT, MICH ,
February 21, 1964,
Senator Ways~E MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
If we cannot investigate State and CIA,
we are going Fascist.
C. MAGAR.

PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WayN®E MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

As an Oregon resident of less than 2
months I am pleased and proud to find my-
self represented by you. As a Johnson sup-
porter in the last election I find mysell in
full support of your position on Vietnam.
There are more people who support you and
your position than even you realize.

H. FREDERICK WESTON.

MONMOUTH, OKEG.,
February 19, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C..

Congratulations on magnificent fight in
Senate hearing on the war in Vietnam. The
statement that million more Americans will
support the President and Rusk is false. We
want our boys home with us; to be tree of
the dreadful fear of nuclear warfare with any
nation.

Mr. and Mrs. EDWARD A, HEWELL.

BAKERSFIELD, CALIF .,
February 19. 1966.
Senator MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
We are with you all the way. Billions of
people are counting on you to speak for us.
Sincerely,
M. and Mrs. THURSTON HUNT.

MouNT VERNON, N.Y .,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
vou are dolng a remarkable job in the
hearings before Foreign Relations Committee.
You are speaking for our family and dozens
of others we have spoken with. You have
our ungualified. support.
ARTHUR and BrTTY FAST.
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PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Sir: Your efforts to keep American
public informed on Vietnam war are sin-
cerely appreciated. Do not become dlscour-
aged. We support your action in the Senate
hearings.

Mrs. PAUL RAMONOWSKI,
Mrs. FRaNK J. LATLER,
Mrs. B. E. HAFFNER,

C. J. STACEY,

Doris CURTIS.

HUNTINGTON, N.Y,,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.! '

We support your courageous, intelligent
Vietnam position and urge continued open
debate in the Senate.

Ruth Kelsey, Jean Levine, Maxine Roz,
Mafalda Yurkewicz, Phillp Greene,
Judy Greene, Selly Lineweaver, John
R. Lineweaver, BHlizabeth Barkell,
Richard Barkell, Steplianie Elind, John
Lowry, Muriel Kanter, James McKay,
B. J. Zukas, Samn R. Raskin, Mildred
Raskin, Elayne Seligman, Theodore
Salzman, Nanette Salzman, Adam
Raskin, Henry Lowry, Louls Kanter.

New Yorx, N.Y.,
February 18, 1966. |
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Congratulations, debate General Taylor.
Disaster iIf we do not pull out in time,
Thank you.

Luis VAZQUEZ,

NEw York, N.Y.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.:

I fully support your stand on Vietnam,
yours being one of the few volces of sanity
now heard in Washington.

SEBERN F'ERRY.

PHILADELPHIA, Pa.,
February 19, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.:
Keep up the good work.
ROBERT VENTURI.
PHILADELPHIA, Pa., |
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.:
Keep up the good work,
VANNA VENTURI.
Navarre, OHIO,
February 19, 1966,
Hon., WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Keep up the good work. America is behind
you. The next President of the United States
will be the man that brings our boys back
from this useless murdering in Vietnam,

Davip CoLucy.
CorTLAND, N.Y .,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Support your analysis and commend your
stand during the hearings.

WILLIAM AND JUDITH GRIFFEN,
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WesTeUrY, N.Y,,
February 20, 1866,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:
Please communicate to the Presldent that
I share your wise sehtiments concerning Viet
conflict.
Dr. and Mrs, JuriaN G. KIRCHICK.

RosLYN HeigHTS, N.Y.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.:

Congratulate you subject Vietnam. MORSE
will be included in future “profiles” in-
curred.

WirLiaM R. KITTAY.

Sax PaprLo, CALIF.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:
We agree 100 percent with your stand on

Vietnam.

Mr. and Mrs. DONALD KAY.

CULVER CITY, CALIF.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator MORSE,
Washingion, DC.: .

Congratulations continued struggle world

peace. -
JUNE HUGHES. -
FRrREEPORT, N.Y .,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Foreign Relations Commitiee,
Washington, D.C.:

Your leadership In opposition to current
policy in Vietnam is in the highest tradition
of our country’s ideals,

Dr, and Mrs. CHARNEY and Family.

S5AN PEDRO, CALIF.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

Urge more public hearings exploration
constructive proposals from Unlversity In-
ternational Relation Centers and Ambas-
sador Goldberg.

RUTH MILLER THOMPSON.

RUTHERFORD, N.J.,
February 19, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.: .

Good show sir. Carry on for the sake of

the Nation.
A, GianNcort, M.D.
MouNT VERNON, N.Y.
February 19, 1366,
Hon. Senator WavNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

Thank God for your courage and your de-
fense of decent prineciples and of America,
Bravo Senator MORSE.

: TED GODFREY,

NEw OrLEANS, La.,
February 20, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Myself, my family, and a great many of my
friends.are in complete sympathy with what
you are trying to do. You are saying what
definitely needs to be sald,

GEORGE B. HOOVER.

New Yorx, N.Y,,
February 20, 1966,
Senator Way~E MoORSE,
Washington, D.C,:
Please continue your courageous. fight
against administration policy in Vietnam.
JOSEPH and MARJORIE GROELY.
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MouNT VERNON, N.Y .,
- February 20, 1966,
Hon, Senator Wayne MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Bravo, bravo, bravo, your stand on Amer-
icas Vietnam policy is the worlds last hope.
Gratefully,
Lucia POYER.

San Josg, CaLir.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We deplore Rusks cynical testimony on
Vietham and support your opposition to the
war. .
Mr. and Mrs. WM. MICHAEL,

NeEw YorK, N.Y,,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.;

The Natlions hove for peace lies in your
continued courageous quest for same Viet-
nam policy.

MARC KAMINSKY.
Miss Rita CAHN.

Urica, N.Y,,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Appreclate your concernh, urge accepting
World Council of Churches 10-point program
for Vietnam peace ending wars brutality.

Dr. and Mrs. H. ROBERT GEMMER.

INDIANAPOLIS, IND.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WayNE MoRSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:
Appreciate and support your position Viet-

nam.

Mr. and Mrs. E. C. LEwIs.

THOUSAND OAKS, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

We agree stop killlng Americans unconsti-
tutionally. Civil wars aren’t within treaty
commitments. Negotiate don’t escalate.

Mr. and Mrs. C. B. HENRICHSEN,

Los GaTtos, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington. D.C.:

I concur with your convictions regarding
the potential of the Vietnam situation.
Please perslst in your efforts.

DowNaLp W. JOHNSON,

CHATSWORTH, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.: -
Our hearts and hopes with you on Vietnam
issue. How can we support you? :
Mr. and Mrs. RoLaND F, BRYAN.

New HYDE PARK, N.Y.,
February 21, 1966,

Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Congratulations on your position taken at
the recent Foreign Relations Committee
hearings. Hope it will help toward bring-

- Ing about successful negotiations and peace

in Vietnam. Wiring the President to give

full consideration to your suggestions.

ROBERT, KAREN, LAURIE, BrTrY, and FRANK
PHILLIPS.
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SAN FrANCISCO, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966,
[ion. WAYNE MORSE
Senate Office Building,
washington, D.C.;

Bravo. Your courageous stand on Viet-
pam is in the finest traditions of the U.S.
wnate.  Please feel free to call upon us for
‘nancial support In any campalgn you
choose to undertake.

Dr. and Mrs. RAYMoND OFA.
Nww YorK, N.Y.,

February 21, 1966.
vienator WayNE MORSE,
senate Office Building,

Washington. D.C.C

I applaud you on your brave stand in the
iisht for peace. ‘falking at the conference
table on the Vietnam issue is the only mature
position we can take. ‘Thank you for your
eiforts and good luck.

NATALIE (GHENT.

Criicaco, ILL.
february 21, 1966.
Ponator WAYNE MORSE,
Aenate Office Building,
washington, D.C.:

Our.own family and the entire Nation owes
you an inestimable debt of gratitude for
sxposing the facls about our frightening
march into war and ultimate annihilation.

Mr. and Mrs. ARTHUR ASSIN.

V433 ANGELES, CALIF.,
February 21, 1966,
Hoenator WAYNE MORSE,
senate Office Building,
washington, D.C.:

Congratulations, we agree with your sound
position on Vietnam situation, please con-
tinue open debate so that American public
ran be aware of what is happening. You
pave the backing of many intelligent sub-~
shantial citizens.

Mr. and Mrs. ROBERT TRACHINGER.

Sy0sseET, N.Y ,
Fehruary 21, 1966,
Henator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Wwashington, D.C.:

Applaud agaln your Vietnam stand,
strongly support repeal Tonkin Resolution
wnd negative appropriation vote.

Mr. and Mrs. E, R. STABLER.

NEW YORK, N. Y.,
February 21, 1966.
Henator WAYNE MORSE,
Nenate Building, Washington, D.C.:

Alter listening again to you and Senator
FULBRIGHT want to give you more than whole-
tiearted support. Am a member of SANE,
local protest group against war. Writing
10 Senator Javirs re supporting you. What
additional help can the little people give?

Sincerely,
Mrs, BvELYN Y. MARKS.

BOSTON, MASS.,
February 21, 1966.
Benator MORSE,
weashington, D.C.:

Wholeheartedly support your position re
Vietnam debate. Anxlous to lend support
where needed. Please advise.

T.AWRENCE M. WHITE.

CHAMPAIGN, ILL.,
February 21, 1966.

‘'he Honorable Senator WaYNE MORSE,

Nenate Office Building, Washington, D.C.:

We wish to commend you for your forth-
right stand in letting the people know about
the utter futility of present administration
policies In escalating the undeclared war in
Vietnam.

Mr. and Mrs. STUART L. TUCKEY.
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BROOKLYN, N.Y.,
February 20, 1964,
sSenator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Foreign Relations Commuitee,
Wasihington, D.C.

Dear Smm: Your searching gquestions and
enlightening remarks at committee hearings
on Vietnam gives one hope tfor speedy and
lasting world peace. Won't have to worry
about population explosion If war con-
tinues much longer. Our young men can
serve our country much better than killing
and being killed. Urge you to continue pub-
lic hearings in hope administration will
change present poticy.

AARON and YETTA SONNTA ..
Stupro C1ry, CALIF,,
February 20, 1866,
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
Serate Office Building, Washington, D.C.:

We urge you to continue your fight for a
neacetul solution to the war in Vietnam and
for your continued efforts for a world at
peace.

Pearl and Jack Ayeroff, Yetia and Royal
Judd, 8. Airoff, Dorothy and M. New-
man, Carl and May Levin, Eve and
Borrx sSiminowsky, Helen Erlich, Al
and Rea Silver, John and Martha
Yeiskal, Esther Werner, and Raoslyn
Schuldentrei.

HoNOLULU, HAWAIL,
debrusiry 19, 1966,
Senator WaynNg MORSE,
Weashington, D.C.:
"Thank you for your courageous testimony.
SErsu OKULu.
Lowe Iscanp Crry, NY.,
Hebruary 22, 19€6.
Senator WAyNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Strongly support your continuing

tormed and courageous stand on Vietnani.
Pvrris €. KORMAN.

N~

Nuw BRUNSWICK, N.J.,
February 22, 1966,
Senator Mogse,
Wuashington, D.C.’

Ccommand courageous vital exploration
Victnam issue. TUrge Sergeant Duncan,
February Ramparts magazine, as comm:ttee
witiness.

T:. B, MEEKR.

HunTINGTON, N.Y.,
February 22, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Continue Vietnam criticismm. KENNEDY de-
serves your support, recognizing NLF as
genuine South Vietnamese political force.

Miss BarBaRa JEAN BENG.
S1aTEN Istanp, N.Y.,
February 22, 1966.
serator MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

'T'he continuing use of U.S. Forces to re-
solve political issues in Vietnam runs counter
to a belief warmly embraced by me; namely
self-determination. I urge you to consider
again proposals made by Senators FULL-
BRIGHT, MORSE, and KENNEDY aimed at bring-
ing this senseless carnage to a speedy con-
clusion.

CHARLES MCGUIRE,
Fory WaynNg, IND,
February 22, 196¢.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Sernate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.:

Thank you for so loyally and sincerely de-

fending the rights of the American people.
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Please do not let the Senate hearings on
television die. They offer so much hope.
We want to listen and have a grave and grent
responsibility to know what’s going or.
Mr. and Mrs. JACK B. SCHRECK.

FrrRNDALE, MICcH.,
February 22, 1866
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Building,
Washington, D.C.:

We appreciate and support your views on
the Vietnam situation. Many thanks lov
your outspoken, courageous stand.

Mr. and Mrs. J. H. DECOOGK
San LEANDRO, CALIF.,
February 21, 1964
Senator WavyNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.:

I appreciate your concern on the Vieilmm

situation. Keep up the good work.
L. ARMSTROMNG
SarLEM, OREG.,
February 15, 1556,
Senator WavNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DeAr SENaTOR: I have been following the
various discussions on the Vietnam issue .0
which you were involved and see you finally
have woke up some of your colleagues to tue
dangers our country is facing and how it s
come about.

I am enclosing several clippings 1 touk
from the morning paper which eoincides
with my feelings and many of the folks
this area. 'I'here are some of our Congress
men that need enlightening on these is
Arn Unnmanw who usually is right has cougsit
the bug somehow and should be educated to
the truth of what is really going on. Hut-
field may bheat DuNcax too if DuNcaN does
not see the issues in their true light.

As I see it we are wasting not only the
flower of our manhood but resources as waeil
in a war thit never should have been,

Do hope you will keep in good heallh o
retain your perspective on these issuves, 1
remain,

Your very good friend.
W. A. RENTSCHIBE

PREACHING AND PRACTICE

To the EpITOR!:

We Americans, leaders of materialisr sad
technology and supposed subscribers of
Christianity and democracy, must make it
hard for foreigners to understand and foilow.

Being seriously threatened with a modern
ideology, we use medieval methods to combat
it (slapping at mosquitoes, when threatened,
instead of halting their spread by sterilizing
their breeding areas). Communisin only
thrives under conditions that would muke
Christians and freedom lovers hang their
heads in shame (economic, political, and so-

cial exploitation, ignorance, filth, dis .
poverty, etc.). We spend billions moathly
to halt its onrush, but only thou-

sands to eliminate the breeding grounds,
with missionary work, economic, and techii-
cal aid. We allow our moneyed interests to
spread throughout the world to satisfy thoir
lust for gain by exploitation of natural and
human resources, protected by their influ-
ence in foreign governments. We retard pro-
duction of food and economic progress in a
starving world. We give aid to status quo
governments. Americans abroad display eco-
nomic and soclal superiority.

Are these masses fighting for communizm
by their civil action at the ballot box or
battlefield, or are they trying to give their
existence meaning? Will guns and our hoys’
Hves kill an ideology, or strengthen the cause
of the suppressed? Have these monthly bil-
lions and lives reversed communism the lust
20 years? Could we be imperfect in the
execution of a perfect faith? Have we un-
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derevaluated this threat? Have we sent our
boys to the wrong frontline, armed with
wrong weapons?

HowaArRD WILDFANG.

TLLEGITIMATE WAR
To the EpITOR:

The founders of the United States of
America expected the Nation to make war,
when necessary, in an open and above-hoard
manner. They expected it to declare its in-
tention openly after due debate of the rea-
sons, to state them clearly and name the
enemies specifically.

They intended making war to be solely &
legislative prerogative. In article I, section 8,
clause 11 of the Constitution, they provided
that “the Congress” shall declare war., They
did not mention the Executlve in the con-
nection.

‘The records of the debates in the Constitu-
tional Convention reveal that the framers
definitely intended the President not to have
power to declare war. He was to be able to
use the Armed Forces and other resources of
the country to “repel sudden attacks,” but
was not to be able to wage aggressive war to
serve his purposes alone as soverelgns had
done since time immemorial.

Nevertheless, the United States is deeply
lavolved today in a war Congress did not de-
clare and has not openly debated; & war for
uncertaln reasouns, indefinite objectives, and
against insufficiently identified enemies.

It would be difficult if not impossible to
determine who got the Nation info the war
In Vietnam, when, and how. Also futile, ex-
cept for the purposes of historians, President
Johnson has recognized it as ‘really war,”
issued orders to escalate it, then deescalate
it, now escalate it again, resulting in “con-
fusion worse confounded.'

The illegitimacy of the thing is being ig-
nored generally, and perhaps it may well be
s0 now. But what of the future? Is the
United States committed to the principle
that the President and his aids, particularly
the alds, may make war a la Vietnam when-
ever and wherever they see fit to do so? Shall
the Congress forfelt its rights and dutles
through neglect? Shall the Constitution be
amended by ignoring provisions which inter-
‘fere with the plans of the executive depart-
ment?

In short, shall the switch from democracy
10 autocracy or hog-wild bureaucracy now
taking place in Washington, D C., be allowed
to continue?

SILVANUS KINGSLEY,

A CuHEAPER WaY

To the EpITOR:

The sudden and dramatic move of Presl-
dent Johnson to export the Great Soclety
even to South Vietnam has it sides to look
at too. After the great idea possessed L.B.J.
he ordered Vice President HUMPHREY to Viet-
.ham to fill in the menu, and let the Viets
know what to expect. That was quite an
order, but probably HuBErT's lmagination is
fertile enough to.come through abundantly.
‘Whether it will be two wheelbarrows in every
garage, or two motorecycles, we should know
shortly

‘There Is little that I or any reader can do
about this arbitrary decision to export our
wealth, except possibly to turn on the TV to
take our minds off the subject. But then we
will be confronted with government com-
mercials Imploring us not to travel abroad,
but to stay home and lessen the dollar drain,

But if there has got to be a program like
this, maybe we are aiming it in the wrong di-~
rection. - Perhaps 1t would be better to offer
the Great Soclety program to North Vietnam
if they would agree to quit fighting. Itcould
be cheaper in the long haul.

If we follow the pattern of all 20th century
wars, we will tear the country up, and after
hostillties, start in rebullding it for them.

No. 31——19 >
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‘Why wouldn’t it be better to start in improv-
Ing before destruction? Being ag L.B.J. I8
using some of my money to pay for his big
plans, I take the liberty to make this sug-
gestion.
R, F. Coox.
N SALEM, OREG.,

Februaery, 19, 1966.
The Honorable WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DrzAr Sir: My wife and I greatly appreciate
your vigorous opposition to our natlonal
policy in Vietnam. We belleve that the
present policy not only is lacking support
among most natlons but can well bring
shame and possible defeat., We are urging
public debate upon the floor of the Senate
to. bring out facts in Vietnam.

Will you please do all in your power to
meake this possible? Also, please keep up
your opposition. Thank you.

Sincerely, '

LUTHER Max WILLS.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 12, 1966.
Senator WaAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Drear Mr. Morse: I wish to congratulate
you on your talk at the Senate debate.

. I feel so thankful we have a liberal minded
Senator with so much courage and under-
standing.

I am also encouraged that you have more
in your camp as time goes on. Also the
signing of the protest letter to President
Johnson of January 21 by 76 Representatives
was a step forward.

Would you please send me & copy of the
JAlken-Mansfield report on their recent visly
“to Vietnam? I would like to add that this
should be made available to all U.S. citizens.
Could you reveal to the public the facts as
to how Thalland has become a military
dependent of the American Treasury as you
referred to in your speech?

Your camp is growing, let us keep on.
If the time is not too short perhaps we will
win., .
Respectfully,

ALICE HEDGPETH,
HERMISTON, OREG.,
February 13, 196‘6‘
The Honorable WayNe MorsE,
Senate Builtling,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr., MorsE: Although I am not a
member of your party, I feel compelled to
express my appreclation to you for your
expresion of protest agalnat our envolve-
ment in Vietnam. How thankful we are for
the voices of proetst at this time and for
those dedicated to peace.

Seeing and hearing the interrogations last
week by the Senate Forelgn Relations Com-~
mittee was & great experience. Restored, to
& great extent, our faith in our elected rep-
resentatives, especially from the several who
obviously put principle above party.

. Bincerely,
Mrs. A, L. LARIVE,
SaLEM, OREG.,
February 10, 196‘6
U.8. Senator WaYNE MoRSE

DEAR SIR: I must say I have come to think
& great deal more of you In the past year as
the senior Senator of Oregon.

I heve not gone along with you on all
matters, hut I do say you are on the right
track on the Korean war and I support your
thinking,

Also you are right on the giveaway of U.S.
dollars which 18 draining our Nation to a
point where we will need help should we
be attacked.
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I appreclate your forthrightness in these
matters and my support is yours so long as
you keep working for the good of our great
Nation.

Respectfully,
HARLAN H., HARRIS.
SaueMm, OREG.,
February 15, 1966.
U.8. Senator WAYNE MORSE
Senate Building
Washington, D.C.

DEAR Sir: Am dropping this short note to
let you know you are doing the job well and
we are back of you every inch.

We pray we can stop this glving to everyone
else, there is a limit as to what good old
America (as we use to know it) can and
should do.

We have three grandsons In service now and
for what, they don’t know and neither do we.

I knew you personally when in Eugene,
you are well acquainted with my brother Cy
Slocum, he is a different person now we
thank God for it,

Senator MorsE keep up the good work we
are backing you.

Yours truly,
Mrs. HARLAN H. HARRIS.
PORTLAND, OREG.
Hon. WayNE L, MoORSE,
U.S. Senate.,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENaTOR: We wish to express our un-
equivocal support for your policles relative
to Vietnam and the Dominican Republic,

‘With thanks and our best wishes we are,

Sincerely yours,
W. L. MAHONEY.
Mrs. W. L. MAHONEY.
STEVEN J. MAHONEY.
PorTLAND, OREE., \
February 9, 1966.

Senator WAYNE MoRSE: I am writing to
express my thanks for your efforts in the
Vietnam situation. I hope you will keep it
up as we certainly do need your help and the
help of all those that want peace.

Sincerely,

\ Mrs. DoroTHY McCuNE.

GraNTs Pass, OrREG.,
February 14, 1966.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,

Washington, D.C. )
Sir: Please continue your courageous fight
to try to ind a solution to the Vietnam sit-

uation.

Your actlons the last few days have given
renewed hope to a great number of we
Americans that our country can be saved
from total war,

I have disagreed with a number of your
views but you have my full support for your
actions in this regard.

Our Constitution clearly states only Corn-
gress-can declare war. Yet in the past 20
vears, the spirit of this safeguard has been
disregarded by changing the name of war.

As a concerned citizen, I wonder why an
amendment can’t be added to our Constitu-
tion that only Congress can commit any
drafted troops to battle on any foreign soil?

‘We are supposed to be a democracy and the
elected representatives of the people are sup-
posed to be the very basis of our Government
to control any one who has desires to be a
ruler of our country .

‘With the hew terms of “policing,” “protect-
ing,” etc.,, now being used, do you believe a
constitutional amendment would return this
balance of power to our elected Congress?

Please continue your brave fight for the
future of our country.

Respectfully,
BEATRICE BENNETT.
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PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 11, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MorskE: I am writing on be-~
half of both my husband and myself to ap-
plaud your eloguent and courageous stand
against our polivy in Vietnam. Everything
you say rings true and is factual. As to the
American people not standing for it—I don't
know. I am amazcd at the apathy and lack
of concern shown. It is true that it is up Lo
them, but you of Congress are better in-
formed and are the real guardians of the
people. “Forgive them, Father, for they
know not what they do,” iz as true today as it
was 2,000 years ago. A letter to the editor in
today’s paper, signed by H. Guy Good-
sell, states that the speeches, ‘“delivered
on the steps of the Pioneer Post Office, were
read from manuscripts. They were academic
and unimpressive. Most of the applause was
from the demonstrators themselves.” 1 was
there, and I thought the speeches were excel-
lent, factual, and plausible. There were a
number of spectators standing opposite who
could be seen clapping their hands. Peace
seems 1o be boring and unexciting. The hu-
man animal s indeed an enigma. I can
suy for sure inat the arguments advanced
by the hawks sound anything but academic.

[ feel that President Johnson has usurped
his authority to an extent to warrant im-
peachment. His judgment certainly has not
bheen to the acdvantage of the people of this
country. He llagrantly betrayed the people
who voted for him, and that includes bhoth
of us. Along with poor advice, he was of-
fered very good advice by many knowledge-
able people. Many writers and commenta-
tors were counseling withdrawal before it was
too late. The Saturday Review and the Na-
tion were full of such counsel. We have
ncted like a tyrant and a bully and if we
don’t mend our ways we will suffer the lot of
the tyrant and bully.

Perhaps we could take Ky and the rest of
his 11k and set them up in a fortification (en-
clave) on the coast similar to that of Chiang
on ¥Formosa. If 600,000 of these “dedicated
South Vietnamese troops, fighting for free-
dom” can’t defend this position, then who
are the people, and who are we helping to
defend what? Sidney Hook says that
“Democracy is the will of the majority of
the people, be it communism or whatever.”
If the majority are Vietcong, it is their
country.

All moral aspects aside, and speaking
strictly as business people and taxpayers, it
seems asinine to pour billions of dollars into
a country for development and reform while
we are simultaneously spending billions to
blast it to bits. I can only say that in my
estimation you cannot bomb ideology nor
can you buy it, which seems to be the latest
strategy of our President. If he is acting in
an intelligent manner, I fail to see it. Ab
any rate, I hope the scales will fall off enough
Congressmen’s eyes to enable them to see the
frightening picture and do something to get
us out of this hellish Asiatic morass.

You are espousing what is now an unpopu-
lar cause, bul it is not the first time that you
have done 50, and it is certainly more popular
than it was a year ago. We express our heart-
telt gratitude to you for the fight you are
making in the cause of peace, certainly in-
cluding a revision of our entire foreign policy.
You are right, and I wish that you were out
President.

Sincerely,
Mrs. Howarp W. HARRIS.
CAvE JUNCTION,
February 12, 1966.

Senator WaynNe Morse: [ am with you all
of the way, and I sure get a great kick out
oi watching you on TV. Looks to me, when
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you geb going, that you are just beginning to
fight Johnson and his war.

Stick with it. This is going to end just
as you sald it would with Johnsomn the most
discredited President we have ever had. It
is my opinion that nothing but complete
power will satisfy him.

I am a Democrat; always voled Demacrat,
but now shall vote my first Republican vote
for Hatfleld on account of his views on ac~
count of his views on war being the same
as yours and unless RoBerT KENNEDY runs
for next President, I'll bet I vote for » Re-
publican President. I've had enough.

Keep up your good fight. I might get to
vote for you next for Precident. But I
wouldn’'t wish that on you.

Best wishes,
Mrs. PaNsY HALLOCK
(The woinan mincr of the Siskiyos).

PORTLAND, OREG..
February 18, 1966.
Senator MoRrs®,
Senator J. WirriaM FULBRIGHT,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, 1.C.

Sirs: In your present popularity explosion
(and probably at any other time) the best I
cah expect for my letter is that your secre-
tary’s secretary’s, secretary’s secretary will
flle it among the stuff you may read some-
day when, like all human beings, you might
need a litile extra praise.

History will, of course, remember you for
your statesmanship and so will I but partic-
ularly for the satlisfying end of that last
televised day of the committee hearings
when Rusk and I watched, without fully
comprehending the implications, us you
peeled yourself a willow switch, Suddenly
you pounced. and were warminhg up the Sec-
retary’s pink bottom. Rusk had some rea-
son to hope, with the administration’s
typical contempt for other people’s intelli-
gence, that having reached the end of the
last day and having been able to sidestep
completely the Midwest Senator who took
up the same question (while prudently at-
tributing it to a female constituent) he
had reason to hope that he would escape

_completely having to explain the phenom-

enon of five or six men in our Government
having all the wisdom and virtue and cour-
age in the entire world. Your timing was
perfect, for bursting that balloon. It well
may be that you and our WaYNE MORSE can
someday take credit for having saved hu-
manity. At one time, such a statement
would have been pure rhetoric; now, as
every thinking person knows, it can he stark
reality.

Thank you, Senator, for giving us the
thrill of a lifetime.

Respectfully,
Mrs. B. MOORE 5AVAGE.
TrouTDALYE, OREG.
Hon, WavyNe MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My DEAr SENATOR MoRrsi: After niuch read-
ing and soul searching I find myse!f agreeing
more and more with your opinions and your
stand concerning the Vietnam situation.

To me, the issue has been a paradox. It
has been most difficult to weed out the facts
from the emotional overtones and contra-
dictions emanating from the State Depart-
ment, the press, and from private citizens—
influential and otherwise,

'The copy of your recent speech in the Sen-
ate—*The State of War in Vietnam—which
I recently recelved from your office has veri-
fied the conclusions I too have reached.

L gincerely hope that before all humanity
goes down en masse before the gales of
nuclear destruction we will have reached, as
nations, that level of maturity so desperately
needed for survival-—a maturity embodied in

February 23, 1966

international law and respect, out of need if
for nothing else, on the part of all nations
{not just theirs, but ours) for this legal
system.

Please carry on.

Sincerely yours,
Lo1rs P. Ress.
AGNESS, OREG.,
February 20, 1566
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
Senator of the State of Oregon,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SewaTor: I am grateful that there are
men like Senator J. W. FuLBricGHT and you,
having the courage to express the gravity of
the situation in Vietnam relative to the
world., Men like you endure abuse because
you dare seeing the facts realistically, this
against the general trend of keeping in line
with the executive branch of our Govern-
ment,

With great interest I followed the Fcreign
Relations Committee’s hearings and am only
glad that we live in a democracy where this
is possible. I only hope that enough Ameri-
cans learned the facts and will realize that we
are heading for a general war, unless we
change our course of action.

You are well informed and see the global
perspective of our involvement in southeast
Asia. I do not need to reiterate our position
in this world of today. However, whai
frightens me is that in the year 1966, we,
as human beings, as civilized people, resort
to war as an extension of diplomacy: where
discussions fail, arms take over with all its
horrible consequences. Seemingly we never
learn and only men like you can enlighten
the people here and abroad that this is
wrong.

We are now in an impasse. We hear that
since 1947 over $800 billion was spent on
armament in our country alone. We came
to accept the slaughter of our youths and
have pride in killing the youth of other na-
tions. Where are we going; have we learned
nothing from history?

We hear of escalation—of eventual con-
frontation with China, with Russia. 1If this
ever comes about, we all know there will be
no winners, only losers, there will be no
honor involved; we will set back civilization
for centuries, if not forever.

Looking at the world today, there are more
authoritarian governments than democra-
cies, and even democracy 1s interpreted dif-
ferently in different countries with different
backgrounds. 8o, why do we interfere in a
{basically) civil war in Vietnam. It is said
to stop communism, aggression. Which
communism, which aggression? At the same
time our President and Secretary of State
mention this, they say that neither China,
nor Russia dares to get involved in Vietnam.
This is rather 1llogical. Further, it is con-
ceded that Russia and China have ideological
differences, which, in my opinicn only results
of Russia coming of age and prosperous.
more liberal, and more realistic whereas
China still burdens from past humiliation
and European enslavement. Given time anad
opportunity (U.N.) China will become
eventually less belligerent and more moder-
ate, but we must convince the Chinese, us
we did the Russians, that we are sincere and
have no ohscure motives.

North and South Vietnam, for that matter
Laos and Cambodia, were until 1954 Indo-
china, a French colony. This Is the crux of
the matter. From the Vietnamese people's
point of view, we are continuing the French
colonial policy of imposing our (Western)
will upon them. We profess to have limited
goals, such as free elections. Free elections
do not impress a people who were colon-
ized, occupied by Japanese, then occupied
by the French again, with British and Amer-~
ican assistance. Free elections do not
mean much to a people who never had an
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election period. What does make Bense to
them 1s to be free—free from interference
of the Western powers, under any form of
self-government, whether good or bad. The
worse domestic government is better than
the best—foreign imposed—one. L

I experlenced the same situation in occu-
pied Holland during the war, later in the
Dutch Indies. These peoples were rather
crawling before walking on their own, than
having “goodies” under forelgn domination.
Democracy as we know it, is not, at this
time, possible in Vietnam, as 1t is not pos-
sible in so many countries. We must realize
this and not always compare them with our-
selves. What they do have in common with
us as human beings is that they wish to be
free. Therefore, we must change our policy
according to reality.

The 17th parallel was a dividing lne,

imposed by the British, in order to avoid’

bloodshed and to create a “cooling off” period
giving the French an opportunity to with-
draw behind this parallel, a Vietnamese col~
laborators sanctuary, as Canada became the
sanctuary for those who collaborated with
the British during our Revolutionary War,

Feelings are high now. We, being the
strongest nation in the world, can afford,
without losing face to be realistic and clvi-
lized and show the Vietnamese, as well as the
world, that we are a peace-loving people.

We escalated within a short time from
15,000 advisers in Vietnam, to an Army of
presently 205,000 man. In addition, we were
told, another approximately 100,000 men are
involved in various ways, including Navy and
Air Force. When we had 15,000 men there,
our casualties were relatively low. With es-
calation, casualties increased. I understand
fouth Vietnam has presently 650,000 men in
arms. I cahnot see where the safety of the
remainder of our forces would be in jeopardy
if we, as a gesture of good will, as proof of our
good intentions, withdrew 45,000 men. If
the North Vietnamese would respond with-
drawing, we gradually could reduce our
forces while In the meantime we .created a
climate where all parties concerned could be
persuaded to come to the conference table.
The Vietcong, now fighting (in their view)
a war of liberation, should be included in
discussions. Then- we can inceed talk free
elections, which seems the entire purpose of
our boys dying there. This would be in ac-
cord with our contention that we seek an
honorable solution, :

I believe that this way we could convince
the Chinese, the Russians, for that matter,
our allles in Western Europe, that we really
have no obscure reasons for being there and
that we will leave Viethamese soil soon
thereafter. The alternatives are obvious. A
global, atomlc war, perhaps extermingtion of
the human race. Is this what we offer our
children?

Dear Senator, I apologlze for taking so
much of your valuable time, but trust this
letter will have some merlts for you to ex-
plore, Thank you.

Sincerely yours,
TED BLOKKER.
HALFINAY, ORYG.,
February 10, 1966.
U.S, SENATOR OF OREGON,

DzAR SENATOR MORSE: We do hope you may
find time to read. this letter, for we want
you to know, we are in back of your stand
on the Vietnam crisls 100 percent and we
thank God that Oregon’s Senator was one
of the two Senators in the N ation, that had
the will and honesty to the people o vote
against giving the President the power of
a dictator to lead their country into a war,
A war that could last for 20 years.

Now this same President cannot and is
not honestly seeking a peaceful settlement
of thls war, not when he seeks and takes
the advice of men lke McNamara, Dean
Rusk, and General Taylor. Men that cannot
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or will not let the American people know
Just what they are doing., After all we are
the ones that have to pay with our boys
and money.

Our President just returned from Hono-
lulu, He promised the Vietnamese every-
thing in the book and to continue the
slaughter of our school kids, for that is all
they are.

He tells us to build more schools, for what?

The girls say they can get along fine with
what schools we have, and if this means
disregard for the Constitution of United
States 1s not stopped, the only boys we will
have left are the ones with a jall record. In
fact that's about all we have left now in
Baker County. "

Senator, I want you to know the draft
board of Baker County is taking boys in
thelr freshman year out of college at mid-
term. These bo§s have good grades.

It is so bad that Mr, Lyle Johnson, registrar
at E.O. College also a member of the draft
board resigned from the draft board and
publicly stated that the unfairness was his
reason for his resignation.

Where is this going to end?

Sincerely,
'PERCY LAIRD.
Mrs. PErRcY LAIRD,
PORTLAND, OREG.
Senator Wayne Morsg,
417 Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C,

DEar SEnaTor: I wish to commend you for
your persistent stand on the Vietnam issue
and urge that you continue your course
through the rougher waters ahead.

I fear that this Nation has committed
Ltself to a most regrettable course, We are

now caught In a war both unjust and im- -

moral and one in which the beople of Viet-
nam, the women and children, suffer the
greatest.

My hope 1s that the posture of this Nation
can return once again to the one of peace-
maker and our only hope now is that your
voice and that of others continue to be
heard as part of the conscience of these
United States.

In peace,
Josgpr M. ERcEG.
Sarem, Omeg.,
February 13, 1966.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: I Just want you to
know that I am thankful that we have an
American Senator such as yourself who has
the courage to protest the Vietnam mess.

When did America assume the self-ap-
pointed role of world ruler and cure-all for
overy country’s ills, to the draln and detri-
ment of our wonderful country?

This is a critical time, in my opinion, as at
the rate we are now going, it will soon be
that all dissenters will be suppressed and
branded as un-American and unpatriotic.
Then everyone will be afrald to express
themselves. Thanks agaln for caring.

Sincerely,
KEN REINER.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 1968,
Senator WayNE MoORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C. .

DEAR SiR: This letter 1s to inform you that
I fully support your stand on the undeclared
war In Vietnam. I feel it 1s the responsi-
bility of the Congress to commit this coun-
try to war If such action is necessary, I
urge you to continue your effort to lead
the President back to the consgtitutional
path,

In addition, I would Iike to say that the
televised Senate hearings now going on are
a great publle service. Prior to these hear-
ings one could only obtain the facts through
the written press and I am highly skeptical
of much that 1s printed in these media,
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Facts can be slanted or altered to suit the
writer. I prefer to see it with my own eyes

and form my own opinion.

I will close with a word about myself. I
am not a bearded beatnick, instead I am a
Republican and I tend to lean toward the
conservative. I am discharged from the
Marines after 4 years of active duty and
consider myself much more patriotic than
the average person. It is for this reason
that I do not want the Constitution of the
United States to be so flagrantly violated by

. the President. Thank you.
Respectfully yours,
ALBERT L. DEAN,

GraNTS Pass, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.

Dear SENATOR MoRSE: May I take this
means to express my admiration for your
attitude and stand on our foreign relations
policles, That our circumvention of the
U.N. is ridiculous and the waste of our re-
sources in forelgn lands scandalous should
be apparent to any thinking person.
Apathy, ignorance, or both on the part of our
American public can be the only reason I
can think of being responsible for same.

I respect your thinking in every respect
and may God grant you the power to per-
severe.

If I, as a thinking Amerlcan cltizen, can
support you in any way other than my vote
I would consider it an honor.

Sincerely,
R. E. HOwaRD,
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 9, 1966.
Hon, WAYNE MORSE,
Senate of the United States of America,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR Morsg: I have Just finished
reading your speech in the Senate on Wednes-
day, May 5, 1965, “The Undeclared War
In Vietnam."” ¥ have also read, listened, and
watched as much as possible in connection
with your views on this and other points of
the U.8. foreign policy.

May I say, even though I am not yet a
U.S. citizen, that in my modest opinion you
have a correct appraisal of the dangers of
the present situation. More to the point,
let me assure you of my admiration for your
continued courage and devotion to the in-
terest of the country as you understand it.

In a recent TV debate you appealed to the
American people to make themsslves heard
where it counts: in the ballot box. It is my
earnest hope that in the not-too-distant fu-
-ture I may be able to support you precisely
in that place. In the meantime T shall be
grateful for the continued mailing of in-
formation as your office has been doing in
the past.

Yours sincerely,
ANTONIO COLAS,
ALBANY, OREG.,
February 11, 1966.
Senator MorsE,
Washington, D.C.

DEar Sr: Thank you for all you are doing
to try and put an end to this awful war that
we should have no part of.

Also thank you for the TV coverage of the
Senate Investigation hearings., Everyone in
this country should hear and see them. Our
papers here including the Oregonian do not
cover them enough. Thank you.

Sincerely,
Mrs, H. D. BLAXELY,

PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.
Dear SEnaTOR: I am writing this letter to
express my thanks that we have a Senator
from Oregon that has the courage to stand
up and fight for his convictions concerning
our policy in Vietnam. Your views are shared
by a great many Oregonilans and your record
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has proved that you will not be dictated to
by any man.

Ho thanks again to a great Senator from
Dregon who is writing a brand new chapter
in “Profiles in Courage.”

sincerely,
HowarD MCCAMMEN,

PORTLAND, UREG.,
February 9, 1966.
Ton. WAy NE MORSH,
Nenator from Qregon,
wushington, D.C.

My DEan SENATOR MoRse: I listened and
wutched I'V yesterday over channel 8, and
heard the very tine interview of our Senators
with Lt. Gen. James M. Gavin, retired, as he
advised Senators to investigate our United
mtates-Asian policy. .

it was & wonderiully dignified and inform-
ative session and you, Senator MORsE, were
magnificent. I, too, wonder when we will re-
Lurn to constitutional government. 1’'m con-
cerned about the power being displayed by
our top leaders in the administration.

Also the Oregonian this morning had Pres-
ident Johnson’s big plans regarding Vietnam,
“Powermen’” and easing needs of Vietnam’s
woes before we cven have the Communists
out of South Vietnam. I had to look on
page 10 to find a very small article about the
important meeting with the Foreign Rela-
{ions Committee. Why? It must really be
true that our press is being controlled as the
FCC is trying to control all radio mediums.

We are at war. Why shouldn’t we let Con-
gress make the decision to declare war SO
all the people will know where we stand.

I have a boy in the Air Force, and two
more boys coming up.

120 all you can (o let the people know.

Sincerely,
tArs. MILTON C. LOCKWOOD.

PPORTLAND, OREG.,
February 11, 1966,
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
i7.8. Senate Buitaing,
Wwashington, D.C.

Drar SenATOR Momrse: I am proud to have
you as niy Senator. It is extremely difficult
for me to decide whether the war in Vietnam
is correct or not, but it doesn’t take any in-
sipht to know that we are going about the
process in an incorrect, immoral, and self-
defeating manner. Ii we are going to have
a war, we should declare it. If we are not
going to have a war, we should not be fight-
ing, at the level we are fighting.

11, is your honcst dissent which makes pos-
sible a discussion of the issues and out of this
comes the strengith of our Nation. Please
accept my encouragement to kuep up the
hard work you are carrying on.

Sincerely yours,
1RaLPH CRAWSHAW, M.D.
ONTARIO, OREG.,

rrebruary 10, 1966,
Henator WAYNE MORSE,

Senate Ofice Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SiR: Mr. Harris and myself have been
listening to the Senate hearings on TV and
you are to he commended on the way you
have been speaking out on the situation at
hand; and I'm sure the people of Oregon are
justly proud we have such a Senator as you
who has the courage to take a definite stand
on these issues.«

We ask God's blessings upon you; and we
sincerely thank you.

Mr, and Mrs, 1, K. HARRIS.
{eBRUARY 11, 1966.
Ite Vietnam war:

'm n registered Republican. But in na-
tional policies to me we are one. T'hat 1s
my political philosophy. Also, I am thor-
oughly disillusioned about the efficacies of
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any war. In my era, we made the “world
safe ror democracy.” Hal

But I believe in the democratic proce:ses.
Hernce this letter. Under our law, we l.ave
a voice through elected representatives cnly.
When the administration makes war witliout
pringing the issues to vote by our representa-
sives, that administration is denying mi, as
a member of that society, my rights t. be
heard and infringing on my freedom I
can’t unhderstand our President who cham-
pions the cause of political freedoms to cuher
distant ecountries, but denies the sune
privileges to his own people; what is rmore
amazing is tor one who professes Lo “come
let’s sit down and reason together” to con-
duct himself so. His commitments are first
to vhe American people, and not to Vietiam.

1 shall be forever grateful to the American
press, television, and the Senate Foicign
Relations Commiltee for bringing the “iet-
nam Crisis live before “our eyes and ears.”
This is a service of the highest good, at east
to me, a common person, to help me to ad-
judge the situation, and to form a just
decision.

{ thank you and your colleagues for work-
ing so long and so hard to give us this
service.

Sincerely yours,
MaRrIE TIGGELBE i.

I.A GRANGE, OREG.

ONTARIO, OREG.,
February 10, 1956,
Senator WAYNE MORSE.

DEAR SIR: I have been watching the Scnate
Committee meetings on TV.

I wish to thank you for the courayeous
stand you have taken. 1 Know every puoace-
loving citizen of Oregon appreciates the
stand you have taken.

Your concern for our boys that bear the
battle is heartening to the boys and purents
that have known the heartbreak of war and
war it is.

[ know the people of Oregon can cowit on
your support.

Yours truly,

SiBYL T. HENDRICKS.

PoORTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 166,
Eon. Senator WAYNE MORSE,
washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR: I wish to make my stpport
of your courageous position on Viectnam
clear to you again at this time, this eritical
time of decision, when you often must be
tempted to despair by the obduracy «i the
many leaders whom seem bent on destroy-
ing peace and the possibility of internaiional
cooperation.

You may count on my support in you.r fur-
ther efforts to restore our national policy to
sanity and legitimacy.

Sincerely,
ROLFE LA FCRGE.
OREGON CITY, OREG..
February 10, £ 966.

Dear SENATOR Morsg: Thank God some-
one is beginning to speak up in rega ds to
‘this problem of secrecy and half-truths in
the State Department and other arcas of
Federal activity.

I am a stanch Democrat but somuthing
must be done soon to let the entire popula-
tion know the facts, I'm sure we annot
continue with a policy of limited informa-
tion—it's bound to backfire sooner or {ater—
the good people of this country have t know
wr goodby democracy.

Keep up the good work and more of it
please. 1 think you are writing ths next
chapter in a “‘Profile of Courage.” America
needs the crusade of yours now. It is our
only means of salvation. The peopli: must
be honestly and fully informed.

February 23, 1966

My prayers go with you. Let me krnow
what else I can do 1o help you.
Cordially,
J. C. BoyLr.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 1966,

DeAR SENATOR: I am very much concerned
with the escalation of this Vietnam war.
1 give you every support in your effort to stop
it. I have listened to all the TV committee
hearings. I feel our foreign policy should
be changed.

Mrs. DorOTHY O’DyLL
SarLeM OREG.,
February 10, 1964,
Hon. Way¥Nz MORSE,
U.S. Senate, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENaTOR MoRsE: We follow your activ-
ities in the newspapers, and hear you often
on TV. We just wish to tell you that we
admire your courage in being a dissenter un-
der our present administration, that we
think your opinions on the Vietnam war are
correct, and that we are behind you 100
percent in whatever you do.

Our best wishes to you.

Sincerely,
Mrs. LLoyp DEGROOTE.

PoORTAND, OREG., February 11, 1966.
Hon. WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building, Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORsSE: Your comments
from time to time and most recently on
television during committee investigations
regarding our situation in Vietnam are most
interesting and I wholeheartedly support
them. As a veteran of World War II, T find
it increasingly difficult to explain to my two
oldest boys why they must, in all probahility.
eventually serve in a war in Vietnam.

I have long felt that it is the duty of every
citizen of this country of ocurs to support
his Government by whatever measure is
necessary. This is the first time in my life
that I have questioned the wisdom of the
necessity of action outside the United States.
T want you to know that I appreciate your
willingness to stand up against the forces
that have almost made it unpatriotic for
those of us who have voiced opposition.

It does seem to me that there must be
other ways to handle this situation without
draining the lifeblood of our Nation’s future
through our young people.

Sincerely yours,
SED STUART.
WinsToN, OREG.,
February 9, 1964,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: Thank you again for
your stand on the war in South Vietnam.

Many people were shocked by the resump-
tion of bombing of North Vietnam and the
treatment of ths South Vietnam people sus-
pect of being in sympathy with the Viet-
cong.

From pictures in newspapers, I wonder i
our troops are any less brutal than the
Japanese were in World War II.

The thing that bothers so many people
who voted for President Johnson in prefer-
ence to Mr. Goldwater, is that Mr. Johnson
has done exactly what Mr. Goldwater said he
would do.

I cannot help but wonder if this [eeling
will not be reflected in the coming elections.

Here in Oregon, Mr. Hatfield has been criti-
cal of our Vietnam policy and as he is a very
popular Governor, I am very much afraic
the mext Senator from Oregon will be Mr.
Hatfield.

While no one can look into the future, i.
does seem to me that the chance of peace 1s
a very slim one.
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Ts it possible to fake from the President
the power to wage war without the consent
of Congress?

Thank you again for your stand on South
Vietnam.

Sincerely yours, ’
JoserpH B. HULSE.
SarrM, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.
Hon. WaynNe MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DearR SgwaToOR: This is the frst letter I
have ever written to Washington. Little.
people like myself are getting stirred up over
Vietnam. Ordinarily we expect our Con-
gressmen and Senators to run our Govern-
ment properly.

Thank goodness you are awake and doing
a good job. If we have made a mlistake by
getting into a war in Vietham, let’s correct
the situation as quickly as possible. Every-
one makes mistakes, and the United States
is no exception, and I certainly feel we have
no business fighting in Asia.

Again, I want to say thank you for taking
the stand you have.

Sincerely,
Mrs, W. D. GWYNN.

ReEDMOND, OREG.,

February 14, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE, :
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR Morse: I appreclate the
stand our Senate delegation has taken re-
garding the Vietnam war, particularly that
of Senator MORrSE,

I trust this policy will be widely adopted
and pursued and that we soon may win there
decisively without expanding or extending
the war, and that we may thereafter mop up
the mess and bring our men and equipment
home.

It is incredible and inexcusable that after
what our men went through in World War I,
World War II, and the Korean war, we are
starting through the combat all over again.

Trust that Senator Morse will continue to
be vociferous and effective.

Sincerely,
Mrs. C. E. STRANAHAN,

PORTLAND, OREG,,
February 13, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORsSE: I congratulate you
on your increasing support in peace efforts
for the Vietnam issue. Your much appre-
ciated report letiers have given me (and oth-
ers) a much greater understanding of the
issue and yoursincere efforts to settle it with
ethics and honor.

I sincerely hope you will receive the honor
of a‘Nobel Peace Prize for your dedica-
tion. More power to you.

Sincerely, :
. JamEes H. ROBINSON.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 14, 1966.
Senator WAYNE L. MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C. -

DEAR SENATOR MoORSE: I want you to know
that I support you in your stand in the Viet~
nam wagx.

Sincerely,
E. J. HANGERUD.
EUGENE, OREG.,
February 15, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senuate,
Washington, D.C.

Duar SENATOR MorsE: Your stand on Viet-
nam makes me very proud to be an American
and to be able to say you represent me. My

wife and I won't forget what you have done.
But more has to be done.

I just saw photographs taken by Felix
Greene and heard him talk at the University
of Qregon. He presents conclusive proof the
bombing of the north has destroyed hospi-
tals, schools, nurseries, old people's homes;
and 1t has strengthened the resolve of the
north to fight harder. Can't you get him to
testify before the committee? People don't
know this kind of thing is going on. Ameri-
can boys are being taught how to torture and
are being turned into brutal killers. Some-
body has got to do something to stop this
madness. Urge the President to stop bomb-
ing; negotiate a cease-fire; state our support
for the Geneva agreements and our pledge to
carry them out; and grant the Vietcong equal
status with the Saigon government in nego-
tiations. Thanks.

Sincerely,
RAYMOND B, PRATT.

PoRTLAND, OREG.,
February 10, 1966.
Senator MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DeEAR SENATOR MoORsSE: Please accept my
humble thanks for your tireless effort to de-
press any accelerated action in Vietnam. We
all hope and pray that you, with the help
of some of the other Senators and Congress-
men, that it will be possible for you to regain
some of the powers which are belng taken
away from you., After the promises made in
the islands, it looks pretty hopeless—but
please keep {rylng.

We can’t walt for election time to exerclse
our will against stepping up this so-called
war. Something must be done before then
to stop it, and I pray that you will be glven
the strength to carry on your battle agalnst
any acceleration of the situation. * * * and
now the power that the executive branch
seems to be taking away from Congress.

It appeared that Professor Kennan made
a very deep impression with his answers to
the many tiring questions, and we can only
hope now that the Senators on this com-
mittee will band together and act to prevent
us getting into war any deeper than we al-
ready are. It appears that your courage to
speak out is giving a few of the rest of them
a little courage also.

Gratefully yours,
AGNES D, HALL (Mrs. H. T.).

GRANTS Pass, OREG.,
February 14, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SENATOR: This letter will let you
know that my family and a great majority
of the people of Grants Pass, Oreg., are back-
ing you and the commitee.

I agree with the committee, the American
people should be told the facts about what 18
going on in our Government, ;

Please don't let us down.

Yours truly,
‘Woobrow W. MORACE.
WINSTON, OREG.,
February 14, 1966,
Hon. Senator WayNE MORSE,

DEAR SENaTOR: I am grateful for your brave
and bold stand on Vietnam.

We have overextended ourself all over the
earth. .

We have no right to be in Vietnam any-
more than Chinese Armies have a right to
be In Mexico,

The world 1s too big for us to rule alone,

Sincerely,
FrRANK P. LIENING.
SALEM, OREG.

SENATOR Morse: Please continue to ask for

debate on Vietnam., '
Yours truly,
CnesTer HornN,
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PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 13, 1966,
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washingion, D.C.

Dear SewaToR: I have been negligent in
not telling you hefore that I fully support
your position on Vietnam in which I have
been in accord for, & long time.

I am gratifled that several members of
the Foreigh Relations Committee to some
extent are inclined to agree with your views
and I wish to report that many of my
friends, who In the past were definitely in
favor of our eniry in Vietnam, have changed
thelr thinking to colnicde with yours.

Yours very truly, N
W. A, BRUSHOFF.

P.8—1I should like my name to be placed

on your mailing list.

PoORTLAND, OREG.,
February 14, 1966.
Hon. WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEeaR SENATOR: Let us commend you again
for demanding that there be debate on the
administration policy in Vietnam. Your al-
most lone voice is at last being joined by
others. Our best hope, it seems to us, Is to
dampen down this conflict until the issues
can be clarified and resolved in negotiation,
As long as the President talks in vague gen-
eralities the other side will refuse to meet
with us. Please contihue to ‘“hammer
away.” You are making yourself heard,

Yours respectfully,
RutH and WALTER R. WARREN.
EUGENE, OREG,,
February 12, 1966,
Senator WayNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAr SENATOR MorsE: I support your Viet-
nam position 100 percent. Your efforts to
bring this undeclared war tqQ the conference
table are appreciated.

Thank you very much for what you are
doing. The best of luck to you. May you
be successful in your efforts.

Yours truly,
JouN W. BERG.
EUGENE, OREG,,
February 11, 1966.

DeAR SENATOR: We absolutely concur with
the views expressed by former Ambassador
Kennan and General Gavin before your
Committee on Foreign Relations this week,
and have written a card to President Johnson
to that effect.

We've been desperately worried about the
limb we've evidently got ourselves onto in
Vietnam, and the collislon course the ad-
ministration seems bent on, to say nothing
of the breakdown of checks and balances
between the Congress and the President.

The public hearing and the TV coverage
were s tremendous service to national sanity,
and we're particularly grateful to Mr. Ken-
nan for one of the most dynamic approaches
to forelgn policy we've ever heard.

As always, you make us proud of being
Democrats and Oregonians. Thank you for
all your months of being a volce in the wilder-
ness regarding the Vietnam war, If you
can think of anything useful we can do to
impress it upon the administration, we'd ap-~
preclate hearing about it in the newsletter.

Sincerely,
- Mr. and Mrs, JorinN BLUNT.
FEBRUARY 16, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S, Senate,
Washington, D.C,
EAR SIR: I am writing you to express my
approvel of your stand on the Vietnam war.
Keep up your protests and perhaps even-
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tually the American people will have fore-
sight enough to see and understand that
our people in Washington are leading us
into a hopeless situation with a great sacri-
fice of American llves and money.

1 still have not understood their explana-
tlon of our commitment. Who in Wash-
ington has the right to sacrifice our young
Americans on Asian soil? Is this war con-
tinued in all its hopelessness for the benefit
of cour industrialists who are profiting from
this war?

‘I'ne Asian peoples are not of our culture,
they do not think the same as we of the
Western World and surely the President and
hls supporters with all our tax money to
dole out freely aren't going to change their
thinking.

Bincerely,
Mrs. ELLEN I'RICKSON.

PoRTLAND, ORLG.

¥FrBrRUARY 17, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Wushington, D.C.

PDEAR SENATOR
you are superb.

No need to answer this note.
as a statistic.

Yours truly.

Morse: I'm listening and

Please use it

Mrs. RUTH ASHFORD.

{?ORTLAND, OREG.,

February 15, 1966.
Hon, WayNE Monse,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SENATOR MorsE: I am opposed to any
further involvement in southeast Asia.
Very truly yours,
JourN B. REAM.

CORVALLIS, OREG.,
February 26, 1966.
Senator WAYNE I.. MORSE,
Senate Office Building.

My DEAR SENATOR: Once again the people of
Oregon have reasons to be proud of their
contribution to the U.S. Senate. Your fear-
less, logical, and searching examination of the
witnesses in the present hearing gives us con-
fidence that there is still some reason left in
the Nation. Together with the chairman of
ihe committec you have made his hearing
something new in the history of our country.

L am not sure that the majority of the
people will supnort you, but I am sure that
history will show that you have made one
ol the most significant contributions to
democratic government. More power to you.

Sincerely,
FRED W. KNICKREHM.

PPORTLAND, OREG.,
Irebruary 19, 1966.
Hon, WayNeE Morss,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DrEAR SENATOR MORsE: I am not qualified
to be specific, but I want to say the course
you are following in the current Vietnam
dispute is in accord with my thinking. As I
understand it, you are basing your argument
on legal grounds--that we should respect
the authority of our Constitution, the
Charter of the United Nations, and interna-
tional law. We have a fringe in our society
of common law violators—and listening to
the TV hearings this week it seems that some
people in high places are prone to disregard
some restrictions too.

In regard to the Joint resolution of Au-
gust 1964, I felt at the time that the admin-
istration was asking for a vote of confidence,
to show the world that the country was
behind the President in repelling attack. I
had no thought, and suppose the ldea was
quite general, that this did not authorize
massive military preparations. I believe
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Secretary Rusk read the fine print at the
hearing the other day attempting to show
this authorized escalation, but I'm sure the
Congress and the people did not interpret
it so at the time. They thought of the reso-
lution as a whole.

I feel you are doing a real service in urous-
ing public opinion to an awareness of the
extent of our involvement without fu!l dis-
close and debate. It is time for Congress to
assume more control as one of the lhree
major branches of Government and to base
cur actions on constitutional grounds

With all good wishes,

Yours very truly,
FrRED W. DsT.
YowcaLnLa, OREG..
February 21, 2968,
Hon. WaYyNE MORSE,
U.8. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar SEnATCR MoRSE: We lwave heer: very
interested in the forelgn relations discus-
sions and wish to commend you fcr the
stand you are taking in opposition to thie war
in Vietnam. In our little town it seems that
nearly every one is against the war. Con-
tinue to work for peace and better foreign
relations.

Sincerely yours,
DELBERT DICKEY.

Benn, OrEG,,
February 23, 1966.
Senator Waywe MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SEnaTror MorseE: We, my 88-yeur-old
mother who is an active reader both in cur-
ent affairs as well as my realm of extra
medical magazines, my wife who is an avid
reader of current literature especially in her
cfforts to obtain a community theater here
in Bend, a very active person in League of
Women Voters. AAUW, -and Community
Theater, as well as currently making quite
o study of water rights and utilization of
water and last of all myself, an ophthalmol-
ogist, wish to express our appreciation of
your sturdiness of character and forthright-
ness in the present hassle our country finds
itself.

I have toyed with and mentioned it i you
oie night in an after-hour depression letter
about leaving this home of ours for parts
unknown in the fantasy of more freeccom of
living, expression, better representation in
government, and other facets that the United
Slates of America has in the past becn our
prerogative here. It looks as thougl: that
this is a stupid outlook. The best place to
Iight one’s battle is on the home ground.
‘r'hat, Senator MogrsE, is what you are doing.
We congratulate you. We are happy that
our Senate is no longer a “one man show’
with the often stated “rubberstamp.”

We just wish to thank you, Senator MoRmsE.
No answer Is rnecessary as you have plenty
of other correspondence and time is short.

Very sincerely,
KeENNETH H. Oarrey, M.D.
JESSIE H. OARLEY.
BerTy L. OAKLEY.

PoRTLAND, OREG..
February 23, 1965,
Senator Wayne MogsSE,
.S, Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SunaTor Morse: [ have watched with
great pride your dignified and responsible
criticistzn of the administration policy in
Vietnam, and wish you to know that I am
in full agreement with you, and have s0 ad-
vised the President.

Respectfully,
Mrs. MirTon D, Hyman.

February 23, 1266

PORTLAND, OREG..
February 20, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR MORSE: We watch the hear-
ings with interest and some degreec of hope.
At least there is some honest searching and
frank discussion of issues instead of parrot-
ing phrascs like “Let’s stop communism.”

We realize you are tired, but encourage
you to keep on with the good work.

Sincerely,
ESTHER C. RICHARDES.

ArpaNy, OREG..
February 17, 1866,
Hon. WayNE MORSE,
U.S. Serate,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR: I am so proud of the bottle
you are putting on for the continuance, or
should I say, the return to the American
tradition.

The applause you drew this morning dur-
ing the General Taylor hearing was well-de-
served and I joined in. When you get into
a scrap you are 6 feet tall and as rugged as
the forward wall of the Green Bay Packers.

Keep it up, I meet many people during the
course of my day and feel them all out on
the Vietnam situation; the sentiment is al-
most unanimous for your stand. Only the
obvious sufferers from thyroid tmbalance
seem to oppose you.

My wife and two sons, aged 10 and 18, join
me in hearty thanks for your battle which
you now appear to be winning. May God
continue to bless us with your service as
our Senator.

Very respectfully,
HARRY SMIT13.
Coos Bay, OREG.

DEAR SeEnaTOR MORSE: I cannot help but
write and tell you that I was proud, very
proud, to be a resident of the State of Oregon
and an American this afternoon as I watched
the Foreign Relations Committee hearings
on Vietnam.

I am of the generation which is sending its
members over to that swamp-infested coun-
try, 8,000 miles away, to fight for something
that the President says is right, and morul,
and the American thing to do. I have tried
to enlist in the Army, but could not pet in
because of allergies. I do feel that we should
get this damnec thing over. Whether this
is accomplished by escalation to the point
of all-out war, or by withdrawing from a
theater where we evidently are ncither
needed or obligated to be.

I agree with your statement in regards to
our being there under the auspices of Lhe
SEATO pact. The thing that angers me, is
the fact that we are entered into a wur and
yvet there has been no declaration of war.
there has been 1o serious debate in the hal-
lowed Halls of Congress, there has only heen
the word from the President that this is the
thing to do. It is right. I cannot help but
feel somewhat of a traitor when I sit here
and doubt the word of the President af the
United States of America. But I do feel
that we as Americans have the right, I might
even say the duty, to question each und
every administration. For these are but
mere men. Even though they are supposcd
to speak for the mass of Americans, there is
always the possibility that they are not now
directing this preat country of ours iin the
direction that the bulk of the American peo-
ple wish.

I am a Republican, but I am an American
first, and then a Republican. I do believe
that it is the obligation of all Americans to
not accept blindly the word of the adminis-
tration. And this is just what I am doing.
I have many friends over there, and a couple
have come home the hard way. When I
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heard General Taylor say that the soldiers
over in Vietham would be greatly hurt if
they were” withdrawn without having won
a favorable, I could not help but feel a blt
questionable. No man who Is in a war wants
to go on fighting when he can see no apprect-
able victory. No man willing wants to kill
other men. Sure, this often has to be done,
but at times when his home, his family, his
country are in danger. But is there such a
situation now? No. So why should he feel
so let down if his country calls him home?
I imagine that he won’t.

So I urge you to carry your fight to the
American people, and I imagine that you
will find that the mass of America Is be-
hind you in your feelings about the War in
Vietnam. I salute you as an American and
as an Oregonian., I say that I am behind
you and proud to-have you as my Senator.

Sincerely,
LARRY BRENIMAN,
EUGENE, OREG.

Drar SENATOR MorsE: This 1s just a brief
note to congratulate you for your courage
and strength in standing up for what you feel
1s right. ’'m a graduate sbudent in journal-
ism at the University of Oregon and have
been here only 7 or 8 months, but I am
proud to feel you are my representative in
Congress. You are a U.8. Senator first, Sen-~

ator from Oregon second, and that is all the -

difference in the world between yourself and
your esteemed -colleagues from the deep
South.

Keep fAighting—there are a good many here
at the University who are with you 100 per-
cent. Yours is a volce which will not be
forgotten when they write the histories of
those men who loved their country and did
not want to see 1t dishonor itself,

Sincerely,
Ross E. HeLLER.
SPRINGFIELD, OREG,

SENATOR WayNE Morse: Keep the good
work up. We are just two of the many who
are in accord with you.

Respectfully yours,
Mr. and Mrs. LLOYD PARKER.
EUvGENE, OREG.,
February 20, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. 8enate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DrarR SENATOR MorsE: Please know how
much so many people here appreciate your
position on Vietnam. You have been abgo-
lutely right. As a professor of political sci-
ence at the university, I can testify that the
students and faculty follow your speeches
carefully. While not enough of them have
spoken out in your support, there are more
and more who do so, and that at least is
encouraging in these calamitous times.

I am proud of being an Oregonian every
time you make a Senate speech on this ques-
tion, Your courage gives strength to many
others, and I belleve you are one of the few
national leaders who has the respect of the
most informed and humane young people.

Thanks for sending us a copy of your re-
cent speech on the Senate floor, that con-
tains so much relevant background informa-

tion that is so rarely considered. We will

use it and pass 1t on.,
Sincerely, -
. DANIEL GOLDRICEL.
MEDFORD, OREG.,
February 17, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate, .
Washington, D.C. -

My Dear SenaTOR: I wish to express my
gratitude for .your courageous stand with
regard to U.S. policy in Vietnam. I know
that 1t is far from a comfortable position to
oppose a national policy which often pro-

vides fuel for the passions of jingolsts and

others with chauvinistic tendencies, It is
unfortunate in the extreme that you may
be subject to accusations of being a “com-
symp,” & traitor, and such like foul and
unjust vilifleations. 8uch attacks only in-
crease my admiration for you and others who
take similar responsible, if unpopular, posi-
tions, )

While I realize that we are faced with
problems of staggering complexity in south-
east Asia, for which no easy solutions exist,
and while I do not always agree with your
thinking (though I usually do), I strongly
feel that you are Invaluable to the Nation
as “gadfly” and counselor, and I can only
hope that your stings and counsels do not
go unheeded, for the good of our country and
the world. :

With you as my Senator, I am indeed proud
to be an Oregonian.

Yours very truly,
: STEPHEN R. BUNGUM.

PORTLAND, OREG., February 11, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MoORSE,

Dear S1r: I don't quite know how to begin
this letter, or rather how to put Jdown in
words how I feel.

My son was home for a few days after
his basic training. He left last night, rather
early this morning for another camp. He
will be stationed there for 16 weeks, then
God knows where.

He left some notes on how to survive, in
case he Is sent over. It made me sick when
I read them. Not 6 months ago, he was
in Bible college studying for the ministry.
Now he is taught how to kill or be killed.
Is that why we send our boys to school?
Just when they know what their goal in life
1s, 1t Is snatched away? Maybe I sound like
a nut but this 1s how I feel about all of
this business.

I have another son home now, but it is a
matter of time before he will be called.
Which I hope wil not happen, but no doubt
it will. He also is in college.

But what I would like to know is why
our boys have to go, when they haven't even
had a chance to live. Is that why we have
children? Just to have them leave, not
of their own accord, but because they have
to? How can they be the cltizens of to-
morrow, if there 1s no tomorrow for them?

Sincerely,
A SoLpIER’S MOTHER,
LA GRANDE, OREG,

Sm: Keep up the good work on the Viet
situation.

Well done. !

C. E. SMITH.
NicHoLAS SMITH.
Mr. and Mrs. BEN Hiss,

PORTLAND, OREG,,
February 12, 1966,

DEAR SENATOR MoORSE: I, my wife, and my
soh (who served over a year in South Viet-
nam) heartlly agree with you and Senator
FursBriGHT that this is an unnecessary and
dangerous war and we should stop before we
go too far.

Men who fight for right llke you, are al-
ways in the minority.

We can see that Senator FuLBRIGHT too 1s
& man who is concerned, not only with the
welfare of the United States but of the whole
world.

Lots of luck.

Mr, and Mrs. LEONARD MOEN and SowN, Rob,

PORTLAND, OREG,,
February 12, 1966,
SENATOR MorsE: I deeply appreciate seeing
the Forelgn Relations Committee hearings
both days on TV channel 8. It was sald by
Bir Winston OChurchill in World War II
that “never did a nation, owe so much to 50
few" in reference to Britain’s fighter squad-
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dron, I would paraphrase that by saying
“never did so many owe 50 much to any per-
son as you.” . .

I have believed as you that this foreign ald
Is all wrong. I have great fears that this
war could end up In world war III,

We sure owe you a lot and I pray for your
good: health.

: Respectfully,
D. W.SONNELAND,
: GRANTS Pass, OREG.

DearR Sim: Why are we not winning this
so-called war in Vietnam? Why are the
Vietcong able to ambush the South Viet-
hamese and our men so often? Is it because
our own leaders don't have the cunning and
skill to outwit them? 'Why don’t we let
Chiang Kal-shek’s troops, who are well
tralned and eager to fight with us, do so?
‘We are supposed to be the richest and
strongest country in the world with the
biggest fighting forces and yet this war is
dragging on and on. Why? If we don’t want
to win, what are we fighting there for?

Last but not least, has this war been de-
clared? If not, what are we dolng there?

Yours truly,
W. M. BRINDLEY,
Neorsv, Orec.,
February 18, 1966.

Senator MorsE: I would like to compli-
ment you on your stand in the present so-
called war situation and pray that you will
recelve full backing. You are so very right
both from a national and Christlan attitude.

I am a Republican yet feel that our coun-
try’s good exceeds our political support.

Thank you,
Mrs. GeorcE F, KorLzow,
PORTLAND, OREG.,
Februaery 11, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DeAR SewvaTorR: I have been following the
Senate Foreign Relations hearings closely and
wish, to commend you for your part in obtain-
Ing them and also for your most astute re-
marks during the hearings. :

Thank you very much. Your courage and
your integrity is appreciated.

Very truly yours,
Mrs. O. G. ROGERS.
EuGENE, OREG.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

DEaR SENATOR Morse: Thank you for send-
ing us your Senate speech of January 19.

We are against this war and agree that we
should withdraw. We like the last para-
graph of your speech particularly, We are
surely great enough not to worry about sav-
ing face.

One thing I know. You can't make
friends by killing people.

More power to you.

Sincerely,
JEAN H, SUTHERLAND.

FAIRVIEW, OREG.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE, :
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SIR: I Just wanted to let you know
how much the public Sehate Foreign Rela-
tlons Committee has meant to us. Truth-
fully, I don’t think many of the average
Americans knew much more about the whole
situation than the poor people of South
Vietnam that we are supposed to be
protecting.

After all, this is a land where we are sup-
posed to have a volce in what goes on in our
Government, Many of us are derelict, in not
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tetting you people know how we Teel on such
subjects.

1f we have made a definite commitment,
then we must live up to it. However, I cer-
tainly can see no point in pouring in thou-
sands upon thousands of more of our young
men into a war that has never been termed
a war. I'm in full agreement with you.

1t seems a shame that when people dis-
agree they are tagged with all sorts of un-
savory names, but that seems to be the
common thing these days.

One thing that has bothered me quite a
hit, I haven't heard much said about it in
the committee hearings either; if the South
Vietnamese want us there, our form of gov-
ernment and all, why are they not as fanati-
cal as the Vietcong?

Apparently, these Vietcong will go to any
lengths to obtain their objectives, even to
dying for them. True, I've read about many
of the people of South Vietnam dying, but I
have heard (or read, I should say) that it
is all on their own land, so to speak. Yet,
the Vietcong are always making darlng raids,
evern on our own Embassy in Saigon, among
other places. Lioes this sound like a people
that really are eager for cur form of govern-
ment?

One of the witnesses, no, I beg your pardon,
it was one of the Senators, stated when you
talk to the people of the land you find how
they really feel. Well, does anyone think it
is the little people of the United States that
say. “We want to go to war”?

Like you, I don't think we can just draw
our troops out but I am very much opposed
to escalating the whole thing. To me, it is
illegal and should be settled by the United
Natlons, as you have often said.

There is nothing wrong with an honest
disagreement, regardless of who it is with.
‘They have tried to make any disagreement
lock like an aid to the enemy which is so far
from the truth, really.

"'hank you tor taking the stand you have
and may you continue to do so.

fiincerely yours,
BETTY BREWER.
I.0GENE, CALIF.,
February 10, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate of the United States,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Bir: Please know that I endorse your
legal and moral point of view toward the
Vietnam situation.

Yours traly,
I ENORAH B. PLATTS.
PORTLAND, OREG.,
February 20, 1966.
Ilon. WAYNE MORSE,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Sm: As we reviewed the recent hear-
ings of the Foreign Relations Committee on
our television today, it was apparent that
our Government is leading us on a wrong
path.

You, sir, as well as your distinguished col-
league and chuirman of the committee, Sen-
ator ¥FurLsriGuT, stand cut as giants among
pygmies. Your courage, your logic and your
determination to bring the truth to the
American people is admirable.

We wish to express our sincere thanks for
your truly American, humanitarian point of
view. ¥You have our full support on this
most important matter to every citizen of
this as well as every nation of the world.

Very truly yours,
Mr. and Mrs. EUGENE LAPIN.

PAr1sLEY. OREG.,
February 15, 1966.
Senator WayNe MORSE,
.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.
Mr. MogrsE: Thank God we have a few men
left in Congress of your caliber. You seem
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to be the only one with any gumption left.
Keep up the good work, the American peo-
ple need more such leaders as yoursell,

You can imagine how bitter we are over
this war in Vietnam as our son is a freshman
in college and now faces being drafted. His
hope is to graduate and make a career of the
Air Force as a pilot, but now it does not seem
likely they will let him finish. In this great
Nation where we stress education—why take
these boys out of college? We need Lhem
educated for future leaders,

Twenty years ago when I attended college
the boys were all called including my hus-
band to fight the war to end war. This we
did not mind but now to have the same thing
happen to our son and to fight a war we have
no business to be fighting makes us bitter
indeed.

The U.N. should be forced to help in this
war or be eliminated as an ineffective orga-
nization. Why should we fight the world’s
battles? After Vietnam there will be others.
There is no end. I have yet to talk to one
single person in favor of this war. Doesn’t
the will of the people mean anything or do
we have a dictatorship?

Is this the means our President huas for
vreating the Cireat Society. Kill off enough
boys to eliminate unemployment. Make mil-
lionaires by all the profits connected with
war. Yes, even for us cattle producers it is
nice—more food to feed the Army--prices
going up but rest assured we would rather
have our boys home where they belong than
all the profits in the world.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. P. E. BRATTAIN,
SaLeM, OREG.,
February 21, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drear SeNATOR Morse: This is to inform
you that I support your stand on the issue of
Vietham. I hope that you and Senator Fur-
wrIGHT will be able to accomplish that which
will be toward the betterment of all,

Thank you and much luck,

Yours very truly,
Dva CONCEPITON,

SaLzm, OREG..
February 18, 1966.
Senator WayneE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEeAr  SENATOR MOoRsE: In the Vietnam
debate you are saying what needs to e said,
and saying it well.

The administration’s pronouncements con-
cernnig our Asian tragedy have seemed to me
Lo be hollow rationalizations for inept for-
eign policy management and military
prostitution. If the issues were less serious,
I would probably be merely embarrassed for
the grotesque posture that this country has
assumec—Dbut, as it is, I'm dismayed.

I am a hell of a long way from being con-
vinced that a constitutional democracy—a
free society—is so anemic and vulnerable that
it must apologize for the exercise of restraint
and fear the scorn of those who admire brute
force. Possibly I'm being overly cynical, but
I wonder sometimes whether the commit-
ment we are made so painfully awars of was
with the people of Vietnam—or with the
Military Establishment and its supporting
industries.

We do not want to see an expansion of
totalitarian Chinese influence; that is not the
issue. But certainly there are alternatives to
an aimless, unconstitutional war--a war
which, oddly enough, is being waged with a
motley group outside the main body we are
actually trying to affect. The administra-
tion, and many of your colleagues, have not
placed any great strain on their imagination
in secking less primitive and more effective
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counters to the marriage between Russo-
Chinese influence and socio-economic revolu-
tion. Somehow we must alienate that affec-
tion-—and I think we can.

You have my unqualified endorsement in
this matter, small measure though it is.

Sincerely,
DAN Pryg.
EuGENE, OREG.,
- February 18, 1366.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEear SENATOR MorsE: I am writing to lend
my support to the courageous and honorable
stand that you have taken in the U.8. Senate
regarding United. States involvement in Viet-
nam. You and Senator FULBRIGHT have ably
and eloquently stated the feelings of myself
and so many of my friends.

By all means continue your stand, in the
hopes that an impression may be made upon
the administration. In this endeavor you
have my heartfelt thanks and support.

Sincerely yours,
Avan G, FanTiL.
BEND, OREG .,
February 16, 1966.
Senator WayNE MORSE,
Senate Qffice Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear Mr. SEMATOR: Regarding the stand
you have taken against the war in Vietnam,
I agree with your feelings wholeheartedly.
Keep up the good work and get us out of
there now.

Very truly yours,
D. W. ELLIOTT.
PORTLAND, OREC.,
February 17, 1966,
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SEnaTOR: It certainly is heartening
to know that someone like you is steadfastly
bringing the truth to the American people
about Vietnam.

It seems reasonable to assume that mil-
lions of Americans voted for President John-
son because of their natural assumption that
he would be more reluctant to escalate the
conflict in Vietnam than Senator Goldwater.
Do you feel that these Americans have much
the same aversion to escalation now as they
had then? It would seem so. I was wonder-
ing how much support the President actu-
ally has for his program of escalation.

Some time ago Mr. Walter Lippmann re-
marked that nothing would excite the ad-
miration of people around the world as much
as a policy of restraint on the part of the
world’s most powerful nation toward a weak
nation such as North Vietnam. But perhaps
our leaders feel that the real reasons which
prompt their actions are too strong for them
to exercise restraint. This would indicate
an inherent weakness in our position. We
are afraid of ideas.

All kindest regards,
NORDIN L. LARSON.
PORTLAND, OREG..
February 18, 1966.

DeAR SENATOR MORSE: As one of your con-
stituents, I would like to express my support
and admiration for the courageous stands
which you have taken regarding several ol
the Johnson administration programs.

Although there are times when I disagree
with what you say, I am extremely thankful
that we have a man of you caliber in the
Senate.

We remember you daily in our prayers, as
we do all of our elected officials, that God
might direct you in your Important and
formidable jobh.

Sincerely,
Rev. W. Doucras THOMPSON.
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‘BURNS, OREG., ~

February 18, 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE, .
Washington, D.C.

DEeaR SENATOR Morsr: We, have been view--

ing and listening to the hearings on TV of
the Senate TForelgn Relations Commtttee.
Just wanted to send you our congratulations.
We are with you, all the way. Ibis very re-
freshing to us and others to hear you men-
tion the desires-and needs of the American
people. ‘The hearings seem to us, to be very
conspicuous in the lack or dismissal of this
matter. ’

With our best wishes to you, and kindest
regards,

Sincerely,
Mr. and Mrs. ANDREW J. SHULL.
PORTLAND, OREG.,

February 17, 1966.
Hon. WAYNE MORSE,

Washington, D.C.

My Dear SenaTOR: Believing as I do that
we cannot successfully contaln communism
by force of arms, I am heartily with you in
your stand on Vietnam. In this connection
I am enclosing copy of a resolution that
came to me from anocther of your constitu-
ents, and I should greatly value your opinion
of this paper. In any event, I want you to
know that there are those among us who
take a vital interest in what you are doing
and wish to assure you of our active support.

' Yours sincerely, :

© Mrs. M. W. LORENZ.

“RESOLUTION To PROMOTE MEASURES FOR A
PEACEFUL SOLUTION TO THE REVOLUTION IN
SoureE VIETNAM
“Whereas the population of Vietnam is 80

percent rural; and

“Whereas most of these people live and
work on land-which they do not own; and

“Whereas the economic conditions under
which they must live as tenants of large
landowners are extremely oppressive and
the soclal conditions resulting therefrom are
untenable in thelr indignities inflicted upon
these peopls: Be it therefore

“Resolved, That our U.S, Government, and
in particular our Department of State, be
urged to bring all 1ts influence to bear on
the Salgon Government that a decent, prac-
tical, and pervasive land reform program he
forthwith initiated. This, in the opinion
of the petitioner, is the most eflective way
to end all warlike action in Vietnam, remov-
ing the cause thereof, and to secure for the
people of these United States not only a
tactical, but also a moral victory in south-
east Asia.”

What is offered here In support of this
resolution, has been taken substantially
from two publications, one published by our
Department of State, the other by the U.S,
Operations Mission to Vietnam; it is the
terminal report by J. P. Gittinger of Decem-~
ber 1959. According to the Department of
State, later data on the subject are not
available. However, the assumption that
conditions after 1959 reverted to those pre~
veiling when Diem came to power, were con-
firmed by Stephen G. Cary, assoclate na-
tional secretary of the American Friends
Service Committee who spent 3 months
recently in Vietnam, much of this time in
the hamlets.

On page 50 of the Gitiinger report we
read:

“Traditionally, rents have been 50 percent
of the crop for the land alone, with all labor,
fertilizer, seeds, draft power, and equipment
provided by the tenant or rented at extra
cost. Tenants had no security of tenure.
The tehants could be removed at the land-
lords' will as the result of sale, whim, or
fancied insult.

“Twelve million people live In this Nation,
9 milllon of them in rural areas. * * *
Approximately 5 million people live in tenant

No. 31——20

households, 3 milllon comprise landless
laborer familles, and the remaining 1 million
live in owner-operated or landlord house-
holds.” ’

_ And on page 51: “Tenants often own one-
tenth or two-tenths of an acre, and may rent
another half acre or acre.”

On page 1 of the same report: ‘“When
the Diem government came to power * * *
about 40 percent of the riceland areas was
held by some 2,500 individuals—0.025 percent
of the rural population,”

- This Is a ratio of 25 landowners for every
100,000 population.

And now quoting from “The Land Prob-
lem in the Americas,” by Lester D. Mallory,
in the State Department Publication No.
7112, released in December 1960, page 15:

“Land tenure in Taiwan (Formosa) which
the Chiang Kal-shek government found on
the island, was such that tenants pald as
much as 60 to 70 percent of their main
crops in annual rent, and they (likewise)
had to buy their own seed, fertillzer, and
other necessities.”

It can be assumed that in crowded areas
in South Vietnam rents are more likely ap-
proaching these figures of 60 to 70 percent
of the crop than the conservative estimate
of 50 percent given in the U.S. Operations
Mission report.

From page 16 of the same Department of

State publication, we learn that after an ex-~

tensive land reform program carried through
by Chiang In 1949 (and it should be added
that this was done for political rather than
humanitarlan reasons, namely to break the
resistance against the Chinese overlords by
destroying large Talwanese landownership,
which was the backbone of the resistance),
75 percent of Talwan's farmers now own all
or part of the land they till; the .land is
being improved, better seed and more mod-~
ern farm implements are being used, and the
farmers are taking an sctive Interest In
community affalrs and government.

The English publication “Land and
Liberty” had this pertinent story in its No-
vember-December 1965 issue. It is on an
experiment in an Indian village district
which & band of young American and Eng-
lish Quakers undertook:

“In 1946 at the village district of Pifa in
the Ganges delta, armed with an unusual
amount of patlence these young Quakers ex-
plained their plan to the peasants, fisher-
men and landlords, and met with general
approval and consent. They organized a
cooperative enterprise In cultivating the
land and in marketing the produce. They
set up day schools for the children, evening
schools for adults, clinics, ete.

“Progress was slow but sure, there was ad-
vance along the whole line.

“Five years after the experiment began,
Karl Eskelund, noted traveler and author,
visited Pifa and found that the young Quak-
ers had lost heart. At first, both the peas-
ants and the fishermen earned more than
ever before. The result was that the land-
lords ralsed their rents. The people began
to. lose courage. What was the use if for
all their efforts they got no benefits? The
landowners waxed fatter, the peasants and
fishermen had no more than they had beifore.
The experiment was soon ended. Perhaps,

-after all, the old methods were the best.”

The patience of the native Asian peasants
seemis to be surpassed only by the nalvete
of our forelgn ald missions.

Further support of the Saigon government
should be conditioned on the prompt in-

‘troduction of a decent, practical, and per-

vasive land reform program. This alterna-
tive to communism would give new hope to
the oppressed toillng masses of the free
southeast Aslan countries, thus eliminating
the cause for the widespread unrest there.
An outline of such land reform is contalned
in the pamphlet, “Indian Village Economy,”
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obtalnable from Taxpayers Digest, Post Of-
fice Box 03066, Portland, Oreg., 87203. Single
coples free, additional coples 10 cents each.

PORTLAND, OREG.
Senator WAYNE MORSE.

Dear SeENATOR Morse: My family and I
wish to add our wholehearted support and
praise of your courageous and honest stand
on this issue of our involvement in Asia.
Until we were able to watch the proceedings
on television, our administration’s policy by
secrecy has been a source of anger and frus-
tration. Such a policy causes a great loss of
confidence in an administration that goes
contrary to its pre-election promise.

The State of Oregon is extremely proud,
and history books of the future will shout
the name of its illustrious Senator to the
far corners of the world.

With highest regards and heartfelt thanks.

Mr, and Mrs. Louis M. ALLARD,

PORTLAND, OREG.,

i February 18, 1866.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

DEAR SENATOR: I Just want to take this op-~
portunity to commend you on your very able
statements made at the recently televised
Foreign Relations Committee hearings. As
you must be aware, you have growing support
from the humble citizens that you represent
here in Oregon and speak for throughout
this country. Thank God, we have a very
factual news media in the national TV in-
dustry and we do not have to rely on the
kept press that reports the news in this
area.

On all sides I now hear from my fellow
citizens after watching the debates on the
Vietnam war, that you would never suspect
that what Is being reported in the Journal
and Oregonian on your efforts to give Con-
gress a chance to declare itself on this war,
was the same thing that we see and hear on
TV. Keep up the good work. .

In fact Senator, I heard one fellow whom
I know, never has supported you with his
vote or anything else, unbend enough to
speak with grudging admiration in this mat-
ter, “Monrse is absolutely right on Vietnham
issue but it too bad he is from Oregon.” I
asked why he spoke that way, and he lamely
allbied, “Well I disagree with him on so many
things, I sort of hoped I could keep it 100
percent.”

So, Senator, in closing let me reassure you,
that you are picking up more popular sup-
port on the Vietnam issue everyday and if
the Congress doesn't hurry up and assert
itself as the representative of the governed,
many can hardly wait to a vote a change in
the complexion of the Congress as it is now
made up. You might apply that to the
executive branch with a great deal of cer-
tainty.

Sincerely,
P. C. LEINEWEBER.

THE GENEVA ACCORD

According to testimony rendered by Sec-
retary of State Rusk in the caucus room Iin

‘the Senate Office Building on February 18,

1966, the United States of America and South
Vietnam were not signatories to this treaty.
It thus appears that the responsibility for en-

‘forcement of the treaty is the busihess of the

signators only, If North Vietnam was a sig-
mnator to this treay, then legally North Viet-
nam is entitled to enforce the treaty, which
of course North Vietnam is legally doing in
the best manner it knows how, and that
regardless of its political views. In this
sense, the United States and South Vietnam
are the violators of that treaty.
ALBERT E. GALLIN.
PoRTLAND; OREG.
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PORTLAND OREG.,
February 18, 1966.
Senator WaYNE MORSE,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SenaTOR Morse: I am proud to have
you as my Senatcor. You are gaining ground
svery day in your fight against this prepos-
terous war in Victnam. I will do all that I
can to help you.

Yours very truly,
ROY W. MARVIN.

PORTLAND, ORFEG.,
February 19, 1966.
iton, WAYNE MORsTH,
{J.5. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

IDEAR SENATOR MORSE: I would like to ex-
press my appreciation to you for what you
had to say in the hearings on Vietnam. I
Lhought both you and Senator Fulbright
were eloquent and what you had to say were
i.he highlights of the hearings.

I think it was a great service to the Ameri-
san people to be uble to listen in, for it is the
right of the American people to make deci-
sions if, indeed, we have a government of the
people, by the pecple, and for the people. We
cannot let it perizsh from this earth.

With every good wish.

Sincerely,
Mrs. D. A, POWELL.

ASTORIA, OREG.,
February 13. 1966.
Senator WAYNE MORSE,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Mg, Morss: Even though we have re-
started the bombing of North Vietnam, we,
Lhe eighth-grade Sunday school class of Trin-
ity Lutheran Church of Astorla, hope that
you will help the President find ways to bring
peace in Vietnam.

Sincerely yours,

Beth Rasmussen, Sue Howard, Susi Alao,
Roberta Hagerup, Bonny Van Osdol,
Clarl Nyberg, Steve Larson, Jim Herold,
steven Leach, Dan Young, Eighth
Graders of 'I'rinity, Mrs. Bruce Pond,
T"eacher.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, I
should like to say to the Senator from
Louisiana that I have the greatest re-
spect for his opinion and for all those
who do not agree with me on this vital
issue. ‘This may not be the time for
tenglhy discussion, but during the course
nf the debate I think I shall be able to
demonstrate that the official pronounce-
ments of our alleged commitment un-
dertaken by President Eisenhower and by
two other Presidents did not commit our
Nation to send troops into southeast
Asia.

Mr. President, I believe that this is an
issue which is not exactly as it has been
represented.

{ do not challenge or question the in-
tegrity or the devotion or the honesty
of anyone who disagrees with these views.
However, ther is far more to this issue
than appears on the surface. No one de-
tests communism or totalitarianism in
any form more than I do.

Brought up in the tradition of free-
dom and in the practice of all the basic
liberties—of speech and press and assem-
bly and worship-—we cannot but oppose
the advance of communism,

ITowever, Mr. President, we are not go-
ing about it in the right way, at the right
time, and at the right place, to stop it.

That view is supported by a great num-
ber of sincere people, who feel as deeply
as does the Senator from Louisiana and
as I do.
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Tt would be highly desirable for com-
miunism to vanish from the face of the
carth, and that we could stop its ad-
vance. However, it is my opinion fhat
we are not proceeding in the right way
in southeast Asia to halt communism’s
advance.

1 believe, as the debates go on, that the
pertinent facts will be further elucidated.

I am hopeful that the discussion will
prove valuable in informing the Ameri-
can people. They are entitled to know
the pros and cons of the issues that are
involved here, both the administration’s
policy and the modifications that have
been proposed by various Senators, and
I believe that the overdue debate we have
been having has been helpful in enlight-
ening public opinion.

I hope that out of it all will emerge
a, sounder foreign policy, under which
we can get together and achieve the re-
sults that we all desire, and that is to
gei out of our military involvement in
scutheast Asia as honorably and as
quickly as it is possible for us to get out.

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presi-
dent, I merely wish to say, in conclusion,
that the South Viethamese people have
an army in the field of 700,000 men.
They are fighting for the defense and the
independence and freedom of that coun-
try. Those troops are giving a very 1:0od
account of themselves. I hope that we
will hear no more of the argument ihat
the South Vietnamese are not fighting.

Having listed the number of casualties
that the army has suffered in fighting
for the defense of its country against the
Communist aggressive forces, I shall seek
to make available for the Recorp the
number of casualties that we estimate
the Communists have sufferod because of
the courageous action in the field of this
South Vietnamese Army.

REPORT OF SECRETARY OF THE
SENATE

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore laid before the Senate a letter from
the Secretary of the Senate, transmit-
ting, pursuant to law, his report of re-
ceipts and expenditures, for the 6-
month period ended December 31, 1965,
which, with the accompanying report;
was ordered to lie on the table and to
be printed.

REPORT ON DISPOSITION OF
EXECUTIVE PAPERS

Mr. MONRONEY, from the Joint
Select Committee on the Disposition of
Papers in the Executive Departments,
to which was referred for examination
and recommendation a list of records
transmitied to the Senate by the
Archivist of the United States, dated
February 9, 1966, that appeared to have
no permanent value or historical in-
terest, submitted a report thereon, pur-
suant to law,

EXECUTIVE REPORTS OF A
COMMITTEE
As in executive session,

'The following favorable reports of
nominations were submitted:

February 23, 1966

By Mr. MAGNUSON, from the Committee
on Commerce:

Lee C. White, of Nebraska, to be a mem-
ber of the Federal Power Commission.

Mr. MAGNUSON. Mr. President,
from the Committee on Commerce., I
report favorably sundry nominations in
the Envircnmental Science Services Ad-
ministration, and the Coast Guard.
Since these names have already ap-
peared in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, in
order to save the expense of printing
on the Executive Calendar, I ask that
these names be placed on the Secretary’s
desk for the information of any Scn-
ator.

The
Typines in the chair).
tion, it is so ordered.

The nominations are as follows:

Clinton D. Upham, and sundry other
persons, for appointment in the Environ-
mental Science Services Administration; and

David Gershowitz, and sundry other offi-
cers, for promotion in the Coast Guard.

PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr.
Without objec-

BILLS INTRODUCED

Bills were introduced, read the first
time, and, by unanimous consent, the
second time, and referred as follows:

By Mr. FANNIN:

S.29567. A bill for the relief of Wing Yucn
Wong, also known as Wing Yuen Gee; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. FULBRIGHT (for himself and
Mr. McCLELLAN) :

S.2958. A bill to make certain expendi-
tures made by the city of Little Rock, Ark,,
eligible as local grants-in-aid for purposes
of title I of the Housing Act of 1949; to the
Committee on Banking and Currency.

(See the remarks of Mr. FULBRIGHT whcn
he introduced the above bill, which appear
under a separate heading.)

By Mr. LONG of Missouri:

S.2959. A bill for the relief of Dr. Fer-
nando N. Pino; to the Committee on the
Judiciary.

By Mr. PROXMIRE:

S.2060. A bill for the relief of Tija
Georgievski, Marika Georgievski, Mile Georg-
ievski and Suzana Georgievski;, and

S5.2961. A bill for the rellef of Nishan
Cadirci; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

By Mr. KUCHEL:

S.2962. A bill to authorize the establish-
ment of the Redwood National Park in the
State of California, to provide economic as-
sistance to local governmental bodies af-
fected thereby, and for other purposes; to the
Committee on Interior and Insular Afiairs.

(See the remarks of Mr. KucHEL whenh he
introduced the above bill, which appear un-

.der a separate heading.)

By Mr. MAGNUSON (by request).

S.2963. A hill to amend the Shipping Act,
1916; and

S.2964. A bill to amend the Intercoastal
Shipping Act, 1933, to permit the Commis-
sion to require the carriers in the offshore
domestic trade to keep uniform accounts
and permit Commission representatives to
inspect the accounts and records of such
carriers; to the Committee on Cominerce.

(See the remarks of Mr. MAGNUSON when
he introduced the above bills, which appeur
under separate headings.)

By Mr. WILLIAMS of Delaware (for
himself and Mr. SIMPSON) :

$.2965. A bill to amend the Internal
Revenue Code of 1954 to allow an income
tax credit or deduction for certain political
contributions made by individuals; to the
Committee on Finance.

(See the remarks of Mr. WiLitams of Del-
aware when he introduced the above bill,
which appear under a separate heading.)
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ADDRESSES, EDITORIALS, ARTI-

CLES, ETC, PRINTED IN THE

APPENDDC :

On requést, and by unanimous consent,
addresses, editorials, articles, ete., were
ordered to be printed in the Appendix,
as follows:

By Mr. SMATHERS:

Statement by him paying tribute to Mr.
Aaron J. Racusin, Deputy Assistant Secre-
tary of the Air Force for Procurement
Management.

By Mr. SCOTT":

Synopsis of Owen Roberts lecture delivered
by Mr. Abbe Eban on “Multilateral Diplomacy
in the Nuclear Age.”

By Mr. DOUGLAS:

Articel writte n by the president of the
Chicago Motor Club entltled “A 60th Anni-
versary Message From the President, a Proud
Look Back—A Confident Look Ahead.”

Statement by him on Estonian Independ-
ence Day.

THE TRUTH ABOUT THE NATIONAL
LIBERATION FRONT IN SOUTH
VIETNAM

Mr., SYMINGTON. Mr, President,
among the millions of words that have
been spoken and written about Vietnam,
occasionally a clear and lucid exposition
breaks through the fog of confusion that
has been gencrated in recent months.

‘This type of clarity is characteristic of
2, lead editorial in today’s Washington
Post, entitled “Speaking of Surrender.”

This editorial states in part:

‘When North Vietnam insists that the
United States recognize the National Libera-
tion Front as the sole representative of the
people of South Vietnam, however, it itself
is asking for a surrender—an unconditional
surrender by the United States and the South
Vietnamese.

The editorial closes as follows: -

The power that is demanding a surrender
in South Vietnam is North Vietnam, when
it asks that we recognize the NLF as the sole
representative of the South Vietnamese peo-
ple. It 1s 8 surrender that would abandon
American commitments now and imperil
American abllity, in the future, to continue
any effective resistance to Communist aggres-
sion on the Aslan mainland,

If any Member of the Senate disagrees
with the statements and conclusions in
this editorial, I would hope that he would
present, in the REcorp, the reasons for his
disagreement.

I ask unanimous consent that the edi-
torial, ‘“Speaking of Surrender,” be

. printed at this point in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the ediforial
was ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

[From the Washington Post, Feb. 28, 1966}
SPEAKING OF SURRENDER

It 18 being widely argued by those who
oppose the Government's policies in South
Vietnam that we are making the surrender
of North Vietnam & condition to negotia-
tions. - What the Unlted States Is asking of
North Vietnam is the cessatlon of the ag-
gression against South Vietnam—and that
does not require any loss of territory, sur-
render of forces or impairment of sover-
eignty. .

When North Vietnam insists that the
Unlited States recognize the National Libera-
tion Front as the sole representative of the

“losses.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

people of South Vietnam, however, it itself
is ssking for a surrender-—an unconditional
surrender by the United States and the South
Vietnamese. On January 24, Ho Chi Minh
sent to 14 Communist countries and other
Interested parties the letter explicity making
this condition. He sald:

“If the United States really wants peace,
1t must recognize the National Liberation
Front of South Vietnam [the political arm
of the Vietcong] as the sole genuine repre-
sentative of the people of South Vietham
and engage in negotiations with it.”

It is remarkable that this language has
not been recognized by everyone as the equiv-

.alent of a surrender ultimatum, The NLF,

from the beginning, has been only an arm
of North Vietnam. As an Australian Govern-
ment study pointed out last summer: “The
National Liberation Front for the liberation
of South Vietnam was established as the
instrumentality of the Communist Party of
Vietnam, the Lao Dong Party, itself the gov-
erning party of North Vietnam.” New Zea-
land’s white paper on Vietnam pointed out:
“The Vietcong military and political appara-
tus in South Vietnam is an extension of an
elaborate military and political structure in
North Vietnam.” It concludes that “North
Vietnam has committed aggresslon egainst
the Republic of Vietnam under the guise of
a ‘war of national liberation.””

It cannot be denfed that the NLF, directed
from Hanol, has been able to get numbers
of South Viethamese to join the Vietcong.
But it is an organization conceived in Hanoi,
as an arm of the North Vietnamese Com-
munist Party, and as an instrument of the
North Vietnam state. Were the United States
to agree to recognize the NLF as the “sole”
representative of South Vietnam, it would
be tantamount to recognizing the govern-
ment of North Vietnam as the “sole” repre~
sentative of South Vietnam. That, obvi-
ously, would be & total surrender.

One could look at such a capitulation in
two ways. Those who say we have no stake in
Asle and should never have intervened in
South Vietnam, still would have to acknowl-
edge that we did intervene and that we made
clear commitments of our power by congres-
slonal enactment, by treaty and by the dec-

laration of authorized officials. Capitulation
of this kind would betray those
commitments.

Those who admit we have a stake In Asia
and an interest in containing communism
there would have to acknowledge the infinite
calamity of (in practical effect) surrender~
ing in the field a force of 700,000 men will~
ing to fight on our side in the continuing
struggle agalnst aggression in Asia, And
that would be but the beginning of our
Many others now willing to fight
with us, in the face of our withdrawal in
South Vietnam, surely would make their
accommodation with the forces of aggres-~
slon on the Aslan malnland.

The administration has been reproached
for not mobilizing in Asia the sort of an
international concert of powers we formed
to contain Communist aggression in Europe.
We ought to have more allies and more con-
tributions from the allies we have, But we
may he sure that whatever international
help we now have, we would have less help
and fewer allles from now on, in containing
Communist aggression in Asia, if we with~
drew from South Vietnam under conditions
amounting to a surrender.

The power that is demanding a ‘“surren-
der” in South Vietnam is North Vietnam,
when it asks that we recognize the NLF as
the ‘“sole” representative of the South Viet-
namese people. It ls a strrender that would
abandon American commitments now and
imperil American ability, in the future, to
continue any effective resistance to Commu-
nist aggression on the Aslan mainland.

February 23, 1966

THE BIG MONEY BEHIND THE
DIRKSEN AMENDMENT

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. President, Con-
gress should be aware of the formidable
and well-financed forces that are work-
ing behind the scenes to win enactment
of the Dirksen l-man 10-vote amend-
ment. |

Whitaker and Baxter, the tremen-
dously successful political powerbrokers
from California, are putting some im-
pressive musele into this fight.

They have hired such able and well-
connected Democrats as Sam Brightman
for a fat $15,000, and a persuasive and
attractive former Democratic stafl offi-
cial. Every Senator who has been here
more than 2 or 3 years, knows and likes
Rein Vander Zee—as well as others.

If money can do the job, it will be
done. The Dirksen forces lost this fight
2 years ago, and again last year. Buf
never—and I mean hever—have they
been nearly so well organized, so smart-
ly or heavily financed as they now are,
or as politically potent. This 1s going
to be a tough hard fight. Those of us
who oppose the Dirksen amendment must
be prepared to recognize what a power
juggernaut we are up against.

Paul Hope, in a recent article pub-
lished in the Washington Star spelled
out the dimensions of this struggle, and
I ask unanimous consent to have it
printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordexed to be printed in the Rrcorp,
as follows:

DirkseN Drive Picks Up HELPER
(By Paul Hope)

A well-heeled and professionally staffed
campaign seems to be breathing some life
into Senate Republican Leader EVERETT DIRK~
sEN’s effort to lessen the effect of the Su-
preme Court’s one-man, one-vote ruling,

Dmxsen is fighting for congressional ap-
proval of his constitutional amendment to
let the people of each State declde whether
they want one house of their legislatures to
be apportioned on factors other than popula-
tlon. The Supreme Court has ruled that
both the upper and lower houses of State
legislatures have to be based as nhearly as
possible on population.

A Dirksen leutenant claims the Senator is
within three votes of hswmg the two-thirds
necessary to get the amendment through
the Senate. Last year it falled by seven
votes. It is expected to come up again next
month,

DirrsEN claims the Supreme Court ruling,

‘which 1s throwing control of State legisla-

tures to urban areas, Is upsetting the system
of checks and balances developed by the
Nation’s Founding Fathers. He calls the sit-

- uation the “gravest constitutional issue ever

to confront’* representative government in
the United States.

DIRKSEN'S hew effort to drum up grass-
roots and congressional support is being run
by a team of professionals out of a five-room
ﬂlute In a downtown Washington office bulld-~

g.

Those in charge will talk about almost
anything but where the money is coming
from to filnance the operation. Such in-
guiries are directed to DIRKSEN'S office and
his office says it’s coming from contributions.

It's obvious the campaign is well financed.

In charge is Whitaker & Baxter, a San
Francisco public relations firm whose serv-

“-ices don’t come cheap.
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tive from the Third Congressional District
of the 3tate of Michigan.

Representative Morris K. UparLs, Democrat,
of Arizona (Tucson), a U.S. Representative
irom the Second Congressional District of
the State of Arizona.

Senstor Josgpe S. Crarx, Democrat, of
Pennsylvania (Philadelphia), a U.8. Senator
Irom the State of Pennsylvania,

Senator Frank E. Moss, Democrat, of Utah
(Salt Lake City), a U.S. Senator from the
state of Utah.

2epresentative 12, R. MarrHEwS, Democrat,
ol ¥Florida (Gainesville), a U.S. Representa-
tive from the Eighth Congressional District
uf the State of Florida.

Herator RaveH W. YarsoroUGH, Democrat,
of Texas (Austin}, a U.S. Senator from the
Stave ol 'l'exas.

TUNE 23 1963

ir. Frederick Seitz, Washington, 0D.C.,
president, National Academy of Sciences.

Benator Joserx D. Typines, Demaocrat, of
Maryland (Havre de Grace), a U.S. SenaI,or
{rom the State of Maryland.

Representative James H. SCHEUER, Demo-~
erat, of New York (New York City), a US.
Representative from the 21st Congressional
District of the State of New York.

Representative O, €. FisHer, Democrat, of
‘Texas (San Angelo), s U.S. Representative
from the 21st Congressional District of the
State of Texas.

obert C. Cook, Washington, D.C., presi~
dent, Population Refercnce Bureau.

JUNE 289, 1965

Cen. William H. Draper, Jr., Palto Alto,
Callf., chairman of the 1959 Draper Commit~
tee which dealt with military and economic
aspects of forelgn aid.

L, George B. Kisliakowsky, Cambridge,
Mass., special assistant for science and tech-
nology to former President Eisenhower and
professor at Harvard.

Dr. Jonn Rock, Brookline, Mass.,, distin-
wuished Catholic gynecologist and author, a
mujor contributor to the development of the
orial contraceptive pill.

JULY 9, 1965

Dr. Alberto Lleras (amargo, former presi-
dent of Colombia and president of the edi-
torial board of the Latin American magazine
Vision and Progreso.

Bien H. Bagdikian, Washington, D.C., au-
thor of “In the Midst ot Plenty: The Poor in
America.”

JULY 21, 1965

tfon. Kenneth Keating, New York City, na-
tional chairman of the Population Crisis
Committee, former Senalor from New York
State.

ton, John Martin, Grand Rapids, Mich.,
State chairman of the Republican Party of
Michigan, atiorney.

Mrs. Gladys Avery Tillett, Charlotte, N.C.,
T.5. Representative to the United Nations
Commission on the Status of Women.

George J. Hecht, New York City, publisher
of Parents’ magazine and chairman of the
American Parents Committee.

Gertrude S, Friedman, Ph. D., Washington,
13.C., representing the Unitarian Universalist
Association.

Representative JoHN CONYERS, JR., Demo-
srat of Michigan (Detroit), a U.S. Represen-
tative from the First Congressional District
ol the State of Michigan.

JULY 28, 1965

Hon. Chester Bowles, U.S. Ambassador to
India.

John D. Rockefeller 3d, New York City,
chairman of the board of the Population
Council,

Dr. Frank Notestein, New York City, presi-
dent of the Population Council and dem-
ographer.
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Dr. Joseph L. PFisher, Washington, D.C,
president of Resources for the Future, Inc.
AUGUST 10, 1965

Hon. Stewart L. Udall, Washington. D.C.,
Secretary of the Interior.

Senator Perer H. DoMINICK, Republican of
Colorado (Englewood), a U.S. Senator from
the State of Colorado.

Dr. Alan P. Guttmacher, New York City,
gynecologist and obstetrician, president of
Planned Parenthood—World Population.

Dr. Ernest M. Solomon. Chicago, Ill.. gyne~-
cologist and obstetrician, representing the
Commission on Social Action of Reform
Judaism.

AUGUST 11, 1965

Hon., Walter N. Tobriner, Washington, D.C.,
President of Board of Commissioners.

Mrs. ¥red A. Schumacher, Washington,
D.C., executive director of Planned Parent-
hood Association of Metropolitan. Washing-
ton, D.C.

Dr. Robert B. Nelson, Washington, D.C,,
gynecologist and obstetrician, medical di-
rector of Planned Parenthood Association of
Metropclitan Washington, D.C.

Dr. Murray Grant, Washington, D.C., Di-
rector of Public Health, District of Columbia
Department of Health.

AUGUST 17, 1965

Hon. RoeeRT B. DuncaN, Medford, Oreg., a
U.S. Representative from Oregon.t

Dr., Andre Hellegers, Baltimore, Md., asso-
ciate professor of obstetrics and gynecology,
Johns Hopkins University Hospital.

AUGUST 18, 1965

Hon. Marriner Eccles, Salt Lake City, Utah,
former Chairman, Board of Governors, Fed-
eral Reserve Board.

Dr. Ernest Lyman Stebbins, Baltimore, Md.,
dean, School of Hygiene and Fublic Health,
Johns Hopkins University.

Dr. Leslie Corsa, Jr., Ann Arbor, Mich.,
director, Center for Population Planning.
School of Public Health, University of Michi-
gan.

AUGUST 24, 1965

Rev. Dexter L. Hanley, S.J., Washington,
D.C., director, Institute of Law, Human
Rights and Social Values, Georgetown Uni-
versity Law Center.

Mrs. Birgitta Linner, Uppsala, Sweden, au-
thor, family counselor, and teacher.

Mrs. Gabrielle Edgcomb, Washington, D.C,
Women’s International League for Peace anid
¥Freedom.

Mr. Willlam B. Ball, Harrisburg, Pa., gen-
eral counsel, Pennsylvania Catholic Welfare
Committee.

AUGUST 31, 1965

Hon. Mivwarp L. SimpsoN, Cody, Wyo., U.5.
Senator from Wyoming.

Dr. Mary Calderone, New York (City, execi-
tive director, Sex Information and Education
Council of the United States (SIECUS).

Henry Caulfield, Washington, D.C,, director,
Depnrtment of the Interior’s resources pro-
gram stafl.

James V. Bennett, Kenwood Park, Md.,
former Director, Bureau of Prisons, U.S. De-
partment of Justice.

Dr. Virgil M, Rogers, Washington, D.C,,
director, automation project, National Edu-
cation Association; and former dean of edu-
cation, Syracuse University.

Harold W. Swank, Springfield, [il., director,
Illinois Public Aid Commission,

SEPTEMBER 8, 1985
Clifford C. Nelson, New York City, presi-
dent, the American Assembly Columbia
University.
Irr. Joseph Hall, Miami, Fla., superintend-
ent, Dade County (Fla.) Schools.

1'Unable to testify because of illness.
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Mrs. Jane Roberts, Miami, Fla., chairman,
Dade County (Fla.) Board of Education.

Frank Sloan, Miami, Fla., chief of plan-
ning and policy, Dade County (Fla.) Schoois.

SERTEMBER 15, 1965

Hon. JoBEN BraDEMAS, South Bend, Ind.,
U.S. Representative from. Third District of
the State of Indiana.

Harold W. Swank, Springfield, 111, director,
Illinois Public Aid Commission.

Wallace Kuralt, Charlotte, N.C., director,
Mecklenburg County Department of Public
Welfare.

George Wyman, Albany, N.Y. commis-
sioner, New York State Department of Social
Welfare; chairman, American Public Welfare
Association Committee on Public Welfare
Policy; former director, California State De-
partment of Social Welfare.

SEPTEMBER 22, 1965

Oscar Harkavy, Ph. D., New York City, i~
rector, population program, the Ford Foun-
dation,

Bernard Berelson, Ph, D., New York City,
vice president, the Population Council.

Irene Taeuber, Ph. I, Washington, D.C,,
senior research demographer, office of popu-
lation research, Princefon University.

Dr. Jack Lippes, M.D,, Buffalo (Kenmorej},
N.Y., inventor of Lippes Loop, an infra-
uterine device.

JANUARY 19, 1966

Dr. E, L. Tatum, New York City, N.Y,, bi-
ologist, 19568 Nobel Prize winner for medicine
and physiology.

Dr. Dickenson W. Richards, Jr., New York
City, N.Y., physician, 1956 Nobel Prize win-
ner in medicine and physiology.

Dr. Albert Szent-Gyorgyl, Woods Hole,
physician, 1937 Nobel Prize winner in medi-
cine.

Dr. Polykarp Kusch, New York City, N.Y.,
physicist, 1956 Nobel Prize winner in physics.

JANUARY 26, 1966

Mrs. E. T. Chanlett, Chapel Hill, N.C., U.S.
delegate to the Inter-American Commission
of Women.

Dr. Philip M. Hauser, Chicago, 111, director,
Population Research and Training Center
and Chicago Community Inventory, Univer-
sity of Chicago.

Dr. Luigi Mastroianni, Jr., Philadelphia,
Pa., primate research with Intrauterine
devices.

Dr., Roger Lincoln Shinn, New York City,
N.Y., professor of applled Christianity and
dean of instruction, Union Theological Semi-
nary; adjunct professor of religion, Columbia
University.

FEBRUARY 9, 1968
Mrs. Theodore F. Wallace, Shawnee Mis-

sion, former mnational president, United
Church Women, National Council of
Churches.

Mr., James MacCracken, New York City,
N.Y., executive director, Church World Serv-
ice Department, Division of Overseas Minis-
tries, National Council of the Churches of .
Christ in the United States.

Dr. Raymond Ewell, Buffalo, N.Y., vice pres-
ident for research, State University of New
York, professor of chemistry and chemical
engineering, consultant on research to AID,
consultant on fertilizer indusiry for Govern-
ment of India and for the United Nations.

Dean William E. Moran, Jr., Washington,
D.C., Georgetown University School of For-
eign Service; president, Catholic Asscciation
for International Peace,

FEBRUARY 13, 1966

Mr. Richard W. Reuter, Washington, ND.C,,
Assistant Secretary of State for Fooa for
Peace, former executive director of CARE.

Mr. Edwin L. Harper, Fairfax, Va., guest
scholar, the Brookings Institution Center for
Advanced Study.
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Eight people are in the Washington office.
Their salaries alone would total In the neigh=
borhood of $10,000 a month.

* Whitaker & Baxter have hired a lobbyist,
John Flynn of a Washington law firm, who
has listed his fee at $15,000. Samuel C.
Brightman, longtime public relations direc-
tor for the Democratic National Committee,
also has been hired as a part-time consultant

Rent on the suite amounts to several hun-
dred dollars a month, A massive national
distrtbution of pamphilets and other propa-
ganda 1s being undertaken, involving large
printing and mailing costs.

Television tapes contalning messages from
Senators and House Members are being dis-
tributed free to stations around the country.
However, part of that tab is being picked
up by the Federal Government, since the
tapes are made in Government facilities
avallable to congressmen at minimal costs.

Coordinating the effort in DIRKSEN’S office
is'a Senate employee, Clyde Flynn, Jr., minor-
ity counsel for the Senate subcommittee on
constitutional amendments, on which Dirg-
SEN serves. .

The top man in the downtown Washington
office 1s Robert M. Smalley, who resigned last
year as public relations director for the Re~
bublican Natlonal Committee to take a job
with Whitaker & Baxter. During the 1964
presidential campaign Smalley was press aid
to Willlam E. Miller, the GOP vice-presiden-
tial candidate.

Another top man is Ernest Tupper, a for-
mer lobbylst for the American Can Co., who
has a financial consulting business in Wash-
ington. Tupper worked for the DIRKSEN

amendment last year for the National Com-.

mission for Constitutional Government but
since efforts have been consolidated he
moved over to the Whitaker & Baxter sulte.

Another lobbyist for the amendment last
year, Rein J. Vander Zee, former top assist-
ant to Bobby Baker in the Senate Democratic
leadership office, apparently is not involved
In the operation this year.

Among groups supporting the DIRKSEN
aemendment are the American Farm Bureau
Federation, the U.S. Chamber of Commerce,
the National Association of Manufacturers
and the National Assoclation of Real Estate
Boards. Smalley says, however, that none of
these groups has put up money to flnance
the Whitaker & Baxter operation.

Arrayed agalnst the Dirksen forces are a
host of organizations, many with powerful
and well-financed lobbles In Washington.
They include labor unions, ecivil rights
groups, the liberal Americans for Democratic
Action and the Natlonal Committee for Fair
Representation., Their coordinator is Law-
rence Spelser, Washington representative for
the American Civil Liberties Union.

In typical Dirksenese, the Senator from
Illinols, in announcing his grassroots drive
last month, said his troops were “going for-
ward to meet the infldels.”

The leader of the antiamendment forces,
Senator PaurL H. Doucias, Democrat, of Illi-
nols, declared it was more as though DIrk-
SsEN and his cohorts were “riding off to be-
labor a dead horse.”

Speiser, who sald his forces slacked off after
the amendment was defeated last year, is
taking no chances with Dirksen. He Is
starting to count his senatorial noses to.see
that some of them haven't got under the
Dirksen tent.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Wisconsin yield?

Mr. PROXMIRE. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Illinois.

Mr. DIRKSEN., We have a.conviction
on this subject and a deep feeling con-
cerning it. We feel that this is probably
one of the great constitutional erises of
the last 100 years. Therefore, we prepare
for battle. The trumpets do not give
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forth an uncertain sound when we go to
battle,
We are thoroughly organized. We do
have outstanding committees in every
State, including the State which the
Senator from Wisconsin represents in
part. We mean to do business.

I do not know that we can persuade
my distinguished, affable, and lovable
friend from Wisconsin. I trust that we
can somehow educate him as to the error
of his ways and have him become a re-
pentant sinner and hit the sawdust trail
down to the sinner’s bench.

Mr. PROXMIRE, Let me say to the
able Senator from Illinois that I very
much appreciate his remarks. I say that
those of us who do not support the 1-
man, 10-vote principle have not given up
hope for the Senator from Illinois, that
maybe he will listen to us this time and
perhaps be persuaded,

Let me also say that, of course, this
is a very important issue and the Sena-
tor from Illinois has well organized his
forces.

There is no question that there is a
formidable committee in my State of
Wisconsin working for the l-man, 10-
vote prineiple, but I simply wish to invite
the attention of the Senate to what is at
stake on this issue, to disclose how much
is being spent, and the fact that Whit-
aker & Baxter who have done an ef-
ficient job fighting to kill health legisla-
tion and other legislation designed to
promote the common welfare are now
employed in the battle against equal
votes for all Americans.

They have an impressive office and
staff working in Washington. Many
Senators were not aware of this until
recently. i

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
pore. The time of the Senator from Wis-
consin has expired.

Mr. PROXMIRE, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent that I may proceed
for 2 additional minutes.

The ACTING PRESIDENT pro tem-
bore. Without objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, will the
Senator from Wisconsin yield?

Mr. PROXMIRE. I am glad to yield
to the Senator from Maryland. '

Mr. TYDINGS. I wonder whether
there has been filed with the Clerk of the
House of Representatives any statement
of expenses and the source of the funds
being used by the committee which the
Senator has just been discussing with
the distinguished Senator from Illinois
[Mr. DIRKSEN].

Mr, DIRKSEN. No. The committee
of which I am the chairman consist en-
tirely of Members from the Senate and
the other body. It is not for us to file
the statement. Whitaker and Baxter
will have registered any person required
by law to do so and they will make their
report in due course.

Mr. TYDINGS. Will they make their
quarterly report as required under the
rules of the House of Representatives be-
fore this matter comes to a vote, so that
the people of the United States and Mem-
bers of the Senate can see the source of
the funds which they recelve for their
lobbying expenses?

Accordingly, we are organized. .
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Mr. DIRKSEN. While the Senator
raises that question, let me suggest to him
that he go over and see brother George
Meany and find out how much money
they have been spending to resist our ef-
forts, and then we will all work from a
common pattern and lay it out where all
the American people can see. I am de-
lighted to do it, any old time,

Mr. PROXMIRE. The Senator from

- Illinois [Mr. Dovcras] has made & state-

ment on the amount spent by our side.
To the best of my knowledge, we have
spent on our side approximately $600,
about $500 of which the Senator from

Ilinois [Mr. DougLas] spent in giving

lunches for various groups to apprise
them of our strategy and what we are
doing. T would be surprised if we spent
as much as a thousand dollars. On the
other hand, the other side simply dwarfs
us in the vast amount it has available.

Mr. DIRKSEN, The Senator is not
spending Mr. Meany’s money?

Mr. PROXMIRE. Mr. Meany is not to
my knowledge spending money on our
cause. He is supporting us.

Mr. TYDINGS. The Senator from
Illinois says in his statement that a
financial report of his committee will be
made public and available,

Because of the tremendous effort which
the committee is putting forth and which
is also being put forth by a great number
of lobbyists who are being hired for the
specific purpose of perpetuating mal-
apportionment, or supporting the Dirk-
sen amendment, I believe that the Amer-
ican people are entitled to know where

" the funds are coming from and how this

specific committee is operating.

Mr. DIRKSEN. It is an educational
committee.

Mr. TYDINGS. Well, an educational
committee.

Mr. DIRKSEN. We are bringing light
to the people, and they are beginning to
see.

Mr. TYDINGS. Would the distin-
guished Senator from Illinois use his in-
fluence to have the committee file its
quarterly report, so that we may take a
look at it?

Mr. DIRKSEN. Yes; and I should like
to have the Senator from Maryland use
his influence with the AFL-CIO, so that
they will file their reports.

I am sure the Senator is aware of the
fact that they are more interested in
killing our efforts than they were in con-
hection with the 14(b) effort. Mr. Meany
said, before the Industrial Union Coun-
cil here in Washington, that he would
rather see 14(b) run forever. I know
where we are going. I know what the ob-
jective is.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The time
of the Senator has expired.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, may I
have 3 more minutes?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

Mr. TYDINGS. As the distinguished
Senator from Illinois knows, there are a
great many organizations, including the

_League of Women Voters, who are sup-

porting us. They are interested in the
Dirksen amendment and also in other
leglslative proposals. There are organi-
zations like the American Council of
Churches, and many others, for example,
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who are vitally interested. They main-
tain that they do file the reports that they
are supposed to file, and they do it on a
repular basis.

I am concerned with a specific com-
inittee, which is soliciting funds through-
sut the Nation to have a constitutional
ametidment adopted. 1t is fairly known
that this organization is spending great
sums of money and is hiring lobbyists.

We do not know where the money is
coming from, or how much money is be-
ing spent in connection with this con-
stitutional amendment proposal.

¥ pelieve that, in the public intercst,
ihe committee should tile its quarterly
report in time for Congress to learn
where the money is coming from.

Mr. DIRKSEN. Mr. President, I was
s Member of Congress when the Anti-
lobbying Act was passcd. I helped to
write it. I believe I know what the law is.
T think T know what reports are required.
We are law-abiding citizens, secking to
oducate the people on the peril which
faces the counlry. We know when the
reports must be tiled. And they will be
liled in due course.

Mr. TYDINGS. I thank the Senator.

R o oo

FOURTEENTEH ANNUAL PRESIDEN-
TIAL PRAYER BREAKFAST

Mr. CARLSON. Mr. President, on
Thursday morning, February 17, the
14th consecutive annual Presidential
prayer breakfast was held. The break-
I'ast was attended by the President of the
United States, the Speaker of the House,
members of the Cabinet, members of the
supreme Court, members of the diplo-
matic corps. Governors of various States,
and members ol the executive and legis-
{ahive branches of the Government.

Also there were present presidents of
national and international labor unions,
outstanding leaders in the field of in-
(dustry and business, chancellors and
presidents from a select number of uni-
versities and colleges, and men of distine-
tion from the courts, communications,
and every other phase of our economic
life.

We have found this event to be very
meaningful, not only to those of us who
rather at the breakfast, but also to mil-
lions of citizens across this Nation.

I ask unanimous consent to have
printed in the RECORD a copy of the pro-
gram and proceedings.

‘I'here being no objection, the program
and the procecdings were ordered to be
printed in the Recorp, as follows:

9B L4TH ANNUAL PRESIDENTIAL PRAYER

DREAKFAST
ROGRAM
8 am.

U.55. Navy Sea Chanters: “Sweet Hour of
Prayer.”

Presiding: The Honorable FRANK CARLSON,
.53, Senate.

Invocation: Lit. Gen. M. H. SILVERTHORN,
U.g. Marine Corps, retired.

Old Testament reading: Mr. Justice Clark,
Associate Justice of the Supreme Court.

Greetings from the House breakfast group:
The Honorable AipenT H. Quie, Member of
Congress.

Gireetings from the Senate breakfast group:
‘'he Honorable Jouw Stenwis, U.S. Senate,
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MNew Testament reading: The Honorable
Henry C. Fowler, Secretary of the Treasury.

rrayer for national leaders: Dr. Richard C.
Halverson.

Message: Dr. Billy Graham,

The President of the United States.

Benediction: Dr. Abraham Vereide.

Closing song: “America.”

Benator CarnsoN. The invocation will be
given by Lt. Gen. M. H. Silverthorn, u.s.
Muarine Corps, retired.

Gieneral SILVERTHORN. May Wwe remain
stonding, please, and bow our heads in
prayer. Our Heavenly Father, we come be-~
fore Thee this morning fully cognizant of
our weaknesses and our shortcomings, but
with thankful hearts for the many blessings
Thou hasl bestowed uporn us and upon our
country. Instill in us the desire to devote
our bodies, our minds, and our spirits in
sacrifice and devotion to Thee. Bless this
assemblage with Thy Holy Spirit. Teach us
the true meaning of Thy way, the truth and
the life, so that we shall put aside sell and
strive for the fulfillment of Thy will, Help
each one to realize his role in his own pro-
fesslon, his own family, and with those who
1eok to him for leadership.

Our Father, we ask Thy klessing on all
who serve their country, not counting the
cost; on all who labor, not asking for any
reward save the knowledge that they are
obedient to 'Ihee. Oh God, create in the
rntions of this troubled world that love for
Thee and for each other which will unite
all men. We ask Thy aid to those who =trive
fur peace, and we pray that Thou wilt trans-
form the hearts of men everywhere that they
roay exalt peace above war, service above
gain, and righteousness above personal glory.
We especially ask Thy blessing on our Presi-
dent, upon his advisers, and upon all in
suthority in every branch of our Govern-
ment. Fortify and strengthen them with the
armor of Thy righteousness.

Father, we thank Thee for this food. As
we partake of it to the nourishment of our
physical needs, may the spiritual content of
our program encourage, strengthen, and
tortify our spiritual needs.

These things we ask and do in the name
of our Lord and Saviour, Jesus Christ.
Amen.

Senator CagrLson. Mr., Fresident, Mr.
Speaker, distinguished guests, and all
gathered in this Christian fellowship, today
we extend to you a special welcome to the
i4th  annual Presidential prayer break-
fust. The occasion which brings us together
is unigue. People from all backgroundds and
countries, as well as people represcnting
‘many different viewpoints, are actually meet-
ing together in a fellowship made possible
by the spirit of Jesus Christ. We're especi-
ally pleased to welcome presidents of na tional
and internaticnal labor unions, some ©f the
ovutstanding leaders in the ficlds of industry
and businegs, the chanccllors and presidents
from & select number of universities and
colleges, the national officers and the State
presidents of the U.8. Jaycees, Who
have done such an outstanding job in en-
couraging simular breakfasts ihroughout this
Mation. We also recoghize this morning the
1saders from our courts, our communication
networks, as well as a host of others who
represent a great cross section of our Na-
tion’s life.

‘I'ne growth of the prayer breakfast move-
ment during these past 14 years has been
remarkable, As a result of this breakfast,
practically every State in the Union now
holds an annual Governor’s prayer breakfast
with the leaders of that State and others,
and literally hundreds of smaller groups are
meeting to foster faith and freedom in this
land and around the world.

We're especially honored to have such a
fine delegation from Canada, headed by the
Honorable Paul Hellyer, Minister of Defense.
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For the last 2 years, a National Canadian
prayer breakfast has been held in Ottaws,
which is typical of national prayer break-
fasts which are now being held, or are being
planned, in countries like Ethiopia, Liberia,
Costa Rica, Brazil, Korea, and Japan. Some
form of this idea has now spread to over 50
countries and on every continent. There's
a growing appreciation for the values that
are gained when leaders meet in the spirit
of prayer, recognizing that our ultimale
hope and trust is in our Lord.

This annual event grew out of the inspirn-
tion that has been received in the prayer
breakfast groups which meet weekly in the
the U.S. Senate and in the House of
Representatives. And in these days, when
there’s so much confusion and misunder-
standing, 1t is unfortunate that there's still
a lack of communication, especially among
the leaders of the world, and it's our hope
that, through the spirit of Christ and the
spirit of prayer, we might bridge the gap
between the desire for peace and peace itself.
So, in this spirit, I want to extend a most
cordial welcome on behalf of the Members
of Congress, who annually invite the Presi-
dent of the United States to join them for
this occasion.

Vice President HumpHREY asked lhat his
warmest greetings be conveyed to the inter-
national Iuncheon and breakfast. He con-
gratulates the Christian leadership on its
inspired role 1n strengthening spiritual
dialog among the nations, and it is his hope
that the power of prayer will be realized and
applied to a greater extent than ever before
in meeting the great problems of our times.

INTRODUCTION OF HEAD TABLE GUESTS

Dr. Abraham Vereide, secretary general of
International Christian Leadership.

Hon. Charles Terry, Governor of the great
State of Delaware.

Secretary of Health, Education, and Wecl-

. fare, the Honorable John Gardner.

Associate Justice of the U.S. Supreine
Court, Justice Abe Fortas.

Dean of the Diplomatic Corps, Dr. Guil-
lermo Sevilla-Sacasa.

Minister of Defense of Canada, the Honor-
able Paul Hellyer.

Member of Parliament and Under Secretary
for Parliamentary Affairs in England, the
Honorable George Thomas.

Member of the House of Representatives in
Liberia, the Honerable Charles C. Dennis.

Postmaster General, the Honorable Law-
rence O’'Brien,

Attorney General of the United States, the
Honorable Nicholas Katzenbach,

Governor of West Virginia, the Honarable
Hulett Smith,

Executive director of International Chris-
tian Leadership, Dr. Richard C. Halverson.

I purposely refrained from introducing one
man who is not going to appear on the pro-
gram as one of the speakers, but I assure you
we're all indebted to him. We're not only
indebted to him this morning, but we have
been indebted to him for nine past break-
fasts, and T want you to meet the host this
morning. You're his guests, we all are, Mr.
William €. Jones of California.

The Scripture reading this morning from
the Old Testament will be by the Associate
Justice of the Supreme Court, the Honaorable
Tom Clark.

Justice Crarx. Mr. President, Senator
CaRrLsoN, and my friends. I read from chap-
ter 40 of the book of the Prophet Isaizh:

* * * » *

Senator CarLsoN. Every Thursday morn-
ing they have a prayer group that meets in
the House of Representatives, a very out-
standing group. This morning we're going
to have greetings from that breakfast group
from the Honorable ALBERT QUIE, a Member
of Congress from the State of Minnesota.

Representative QuUIie. Mr. President, hon-
ored guests and friends, I want to bring
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be taken into consideration. And, from an
overall point of view, the relation of military
expenditures to the pross national product
has considerable significance. The ratio of
military expenditures to gross national prod-
uct was very high during World War Il—
over 40 percent. After World War II it de-
clined down to less than 5 percent, and it
rose agaln during the Korean military build-
up to about 12 percent. In 1965 the ratio
was about 71 percent.

The additional cost of military operations
in Vietnam is estimated at & little over $10
billion, which is something less than 2 per-
cent of the $700 billion gross national prod-
uct. While 2 percent sounds like a very
small figure, an additional $10 billion does
not seem small. For one thing, it amounts
to over 12 percent of the anticipated increase
in the total output of our economy, which
is operating at close to capacity.

When this $10 billion is translated into
specifics, the proportion increases fast. Set-
asides of copper for.the military now amount
to 6 or 7 percent of overall copper produc-
tion. And when we conslder specific copper
products, the problem gets worse—15 per-
cent of the production of magnet wire has
been set aside for the military. In the case
of flat rolled brass products, set-asides of
17 to 26 percent of 1965 production of those
products have been established for ammuni-
tion strip alone. In the case of aluminum,
set-asides come to about 10 percent overall,
and all production of certain heavy alumi-
num extrusions is scheduled for the military,

Computing military needs on percentages
of gross national product reminds me of the
man who drowned crossing a river with an
average depth of 3 feet. The average did not
help him much when he got to the middle
of the stream,

It is the increase in the demand for spe-
cific materials and specific equipment which,
creates shortages in the civilian market and
which forces prices up. With the kinds of
pressures I have indicated, it is understand-
able that the price of copper threatened to
go up to such an extent that the President
felt compelled to release copper from the
national defense stockplle to meet the
demand. Aluminum was released from the
Defense Production Act inventory because
of increasing demand and threatened in-
creases In prices. Every housewife knows
that the cost of living s going up. The
statistics show a 12-percent Iincrease in
wholesale prices of farm products during
the past year, an 8-percent increase in
processed food prices, and an overall average
increase in wholesale prices of 4.6 percent,
Every man seeking a new home knows that
the price of houses is golng up. The statis-
tics show an increase in construction costs
at the rate of § percent a year and in wages
in the construction industry of 6 percent or
more & year. These increases in prices and
the disclosure in the Federal budget that
obligational authority for the present fiscal
year 1s 18 percent above that of the past year
are far more important than the relation
between the cost of Vietnam and the gross
national product,

We also know that the so-called 2-percent
war in Vietnam may not stay indefinitely at
that figure. At the present time, some
200,000 men have been committed to that
struggle. The estimate of future commit-
ments run all the-way from 300,000 to
600,000 and the duration of the conflict from
1 more year to 10 or more.

While I intend to vote for every dollar the
military needs to back up the brave Amer-
icans who are trying to stem the tide of
communism in the jungles of southeast
Asla, I believe the Federal budget contains
other programs which can and should be
deferred. I will vote to cut domestic non-
essentials rather than ralse taxes.

I did not believe Vietnam was the place
to make a stand against communism, and in

arriving at that conclusion I had the advice
of the late Gen. Douglas MacArthur, an
authority on the subject.

But, now that we have chosen that course,
we canhot withdraw until we have convinced
the Communists that they cannot win.
Then, they may be willing to discuss an hon-
orable and just peace. I pray that day will
come soon, for the sake of our boys who are
fighting against disease as well as sniper bul-
lets in that malaria-infested jungle country.

As I have sald, we face the dangers of in-
flation because we have seen a rise in the
general level of prices. Some economists
clalm that the creeping inflation which usu-
ally accompanies the type of business expan-
slon we have enjoyed for the past 10 years
is a price the Nation can afford to pay for
economic growth,

The purchasing power of our dollar has
declined 15 percent in the past 10 years,
That decline in purchasing power is illus-
trated by E bonds bought 10 years ago, the
actual yleld of which in present dollars is
1% percent instead of 81, percent. 'To
stimulate sales, the President has increased
the interest rate to 4.15 percent but the
Treasury was already paying more than that
on marketable notes of 5 years or less.

It is the slow but steady erosion of pur-
chasing power that we call creeping inflation.
In spite of the increase in the money supply
two factors have held down price increases in
recent years: (1) Few plants were operating
at full capaclty, and (2) increased produc-
tion was running only semewhat ahead of an
increase in the money supply.

The type of inflation that goes beyond the
creeping stage into the stage of acknowledged
damage 1s the type called demand-pull. De-
mand-pull inflation is created when the de-
mand for goods and services outstrips the
supply and additional money is being fed
into the money stream to accentuate the
pull. In recent years, production has been
rising at the rate of about 4 percent per year.
In the past year, output increased about 6
percent while the total of bank deposits and
currency increased by 8 percent and at a
time when much of our production will be
devoted to war supplics. .

There is a shortage of skilled workers in
many industries and many of our factories
are working at full capacity. In a situation
of that type, to inject billions of dollars of
borrowed money Into the money stream, with
a continuation of abundant credit, will un-
doubtedly create serious price increases. No
one knows exactly what the deficlt for the
current fiscal year will be, but 1t will be
much larger than previously anticipated be-
cause of war expendltures that will be in-
cluded In fiscal 1966 instead of fiscal 1967,

Some of the money that the Government
will borrow this year may need to come from
Federal Reserve banks and for each dollar
of Government bonds that a Reserve bank
acqulres, 86 of new potential credit is created.
Thus the money supply may be increased far
above the amount of deficlt spending.

Another major problem for this session
of the Congress will be bills to increase the
powers of the Federal Government at the
cxpense of the States.

An example is the bill to repeal State right-
to-work laws.

I am not opposed to organized labor, and
there is no evidence that these laws have
Injured unions. But I believe Joining a
union should be a voluntary declsion of each
worker and not something he is compelled
by law to do under the threat of losing his
Job If he refuses,

The Virginia law seeks only to preserve
this freedom of cholce by the individual, and
it s just as explicit in guaranteeing a man’s
right to join a union, as 1t is in- protecting his
right not to join. It is a freedom guaranteed
by the Federal Constitution and the Con-
gress has no authority to deny it.

If those of us who opposed repeal of sec-
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tion 14(b) of the Taft-Hartley law were ask-
ing, instead, for a Federal right-to-work la
that would ban the union shops everywhere,
organized labor might have reason to com-
plain.

But all that section 14(b) does is to pre-
serve the right of each State to decide this
question for itself. The advocates of repeal
are saying to the 19 right-to-work States,
“You must go along with the 31 States which
do not have such laws.”

In short, the 14(b) repeal bill is just one
more step in the steady process of destroying
State soverelgnty by centering all power in
Washington. I am glad that we have de-
feated the repeal bill for this session.

But this is only one round in the almost
endless battle to protect State sovereignty.
We are faced with measures to Federalize
unemployment compensation, to ralse the
$1.25 an hour minimum wage rate and ex-
tend its coverage to purely intrastate activi-
ties. Finally, we may even be asked to
give the Federal Government control over
the selection of juries in State courts.

I shall oppose all of these proposals be-
cause the remedies are worse than the alleged
ills to be cured. They threaten our basic
form of government by converting 50 sov-
ereign States into mere segments of a cen-
tralized Federal Government.

Payroll taxes to finance social reforms are
rising steadily, and the end is not in sight,

Only a few weeks ago the payroll levy on
both employers and employees was increased
to cover the cost of medicare and other
changes made last year in the old-age retire-
ment system.

If this Congress passes a pending bill to
establish a new system of supplementary
Federal unemployment compensation, the

-separate payroll taxes for this purpose also

would go up substantially, especially if the
wage base on which this tax is levied goes
up from $3,000 at present, to $8,600, as
proposed.

Unlike the old-age retirement, this tax
is levied only on the employer.

When Congress first passed the Social
Security Act more than 30 years ago it
levied a Federal tax to induce the States to
pass unemployment compensation laws. But
most of this tax was credited to the employer
to meet his obligations under a State law.

Although the pending bill would leave the
State laws in operation, it would superimpose
on those laws a schedule of Federal benefits
to be paid after an employee had exhausted
his period of State payments. My fear is
that once we set up this machinery in
Washington it will be only a matter of time
until the unemployment compensation 8ys-
tem is federalized completely.

As long as I have the high honor and the
coveted privilege to represent you in the
Senate of the United States, I shall exert
my best efforts in behalf of sound fiscal
pollcles and for the preservation of those
priceless principles of political and economic
freedom, which were born of the brain and
purchased with the blood of our colonial
ancestors. And, as I have seen our Govern-
ment grow from a $4 billion government
when I first entered the Congress, to a $112
billlon government 33 years later, I share
the sentiment of the man who said: “Any
government big enough to give you all you
want is big er‘ough to take all that you have

e
T}\‘ZREASON WE ARE THERE

Mr, SCOTT. Mr. President, T am very
much troubled by the mounting nationat
debate on Vietnam-—not because I would
dampen debate. On the contrary, I be-
lieve debate is necessary for a full public
understanding of any major issue.

But T am troubled because I am so
much in disagreement with those who

got.” |
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~ounsel our Government to pull out of
Vietnam, to stop bombings and wait for
the other side to agree to meet at & con-
ference table, to dig mole-like holes
called enclaves and wait for the other
side to attack us. .

My concern is deepened pecause—with
the exception of the opportunists and
rabble-rousers—many of those who
counsel us to stop, pause, or hole up are
people of sincerity and integrity. But I
disagree with them all the same.

Why?

Because we atre a nation born out of
a historie struggle for freedom, a strug-
ole predicated on the still controversial
proposition that all men are created
squal.

tor nearly 2 cenluries Americans have
lived by that proposition and have ex-
Lended it to mean that people who are
created equal are also entitled to exer-
rise their freedom through the orderly
processes of self-government.

There has ncver been any question
that Americans would defend their free-
dom at home. 'They did it in the 1770’s
and again in the 1860’s.

But there have been many other con-
frontations elsewhere and on other is-
sues. 'The principal issue in the War of
1812 was freedom of the seas. Our con-
cern under the Monroe Doctrine was
with. the freedom of other American
nalions and we have moved troops often
to protect their freedom. Then twice
during this century our Nation was in-
volved in major world conflicts to de-
fend frecdom abroad against wholesale
nnslaughts by various aggressors.

yut since the Second World War our
defense of frecedom has had to change
as the world grew smaller and as ag-
sressors found new and more sophisti-
caled ways to abridge the rights of man.

At times it was naked aggression, as
in Korea. But more often in was
through insurgency, subversion, and in-
timidation. And although the probing
finger of the Communist attack has
moved from point to point around the
world, its effect has always been global
and the United States could no more
nide from it than could an ostrich whose
head was in the sand.

The spearhead of the Communist at-
lack is now directed against South Viet-
nam, that untortunate land that is be-
ing crossed and re-crossed by contend-
ing armies. Our troops are fighting
there to honor our general commitment
to freedom and our specific commitment
to the people of South Vietnam. Those
eommitments were not made hastily and
they will not be broken ecasily.

Meanwhile, the President of the United
States has the awful duty—as did many
Presidents betfore him—to decide when
{he guns shall fire and when the bombs
shall drop.

And we, who have many rights and
privileges, also have certain duties. One
is Lo zupport the commitment to free-
dom. Another is to hope that our Armed
f'orces will accomplish their mission and
return home. And another is to conduct
our affairs at home so that nothing we
do will interfere with the first two ob-
jectives.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SiNATE

SOUND ECONOMY

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, it is being
said that the economy is as sound as a
dollar.

The President’s objective is full em-
ployment without inflation.

He has asked that wage and price
policies of labor and business be responsi-
ble, and he is promising that this admin-
istration will be “fully responsible.”

Jommenting on the President’s com-
prehensive Economic Report to Congress,
the Philadelphia Inguirer recently said:

Tt might even be said that the economy
is as sound as a dollar.

The Inquirer added:

Economists are enthusiastically confident
of tae future.

Because of the light that this editorial
focuses on a matter of vital concern to
us all, T hereby submit it for inclusion in
the RECORD.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:
|From the Philadelphia Inguirer,

1966]
ProFirLE oF THE NATIONAL BCONOMY

In his comprehensive econoric report o
Congress Thursday, President Johnson pro-
nounced the state of the Union's busiuess
anc financial health to be good and sound.

It might even be said that the econonuy is
as sound as a dollar.

The President did, in fact, temper his gen~
erally glowing portrayal of Araerican pros-
perity with another timely warning about the
cortinuing threat of inflation. He urged
again that wage and price poiicics of labor
and business be “responsible,” and he nade
a personal pledge that fiscal policies of his
administration will be “fully responsible.”

He emphasized that the Government has
neither the authority nor the desire to inipose
statutory controls on wages and prices--but
he appealed for public cooperation in exercis-
ing voluntary restraints.

This is advice worth heedir.g by all con-
cerned. There also should be continuing
voluntary cooperation by the business and
finanecial community in preventing excessive
flow of American dollars abroad, so that the
deficit in this country’s balance of interna-
tional payments can be eliminated.

We believe the American people are pre-
pared to accept whatever tax adjustments
may be required to do what necds to be done
to defend the lines of freedora in Vietuam,
or in any other place where this Nation’s
courage and honor are put to test by the
forces of Communist aggression, The Presi~
dent has not yet asked for tax changes of a
major nature that would demand substantial
sacrifice or inflict real hardship upon the
public. In time, however, he may find it
necessary, in response to unpredictable
events, to do so.

Economisls are enthusiastically coniident
of the future. The domestic indicators sup-
purt their forecasts. There i3, though, the
shadov\\of Vietnam hanging over all.

\W%A\t‘ A COMMUNIST TAKEOVER
W

ULD MEAN TO SOUTH VIETNAM

Mr. McGEE. Mr. President, there
has been much conjecture in the ongo-
ing debate on our Vietnamese policy on
how we would get along if the Com-
munists should succeed in their ambi-
tions 1o control all of that troubled
land. Not too much thought has been

Jan. 28,
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given to what this event specifically
would mean to the South Vietnamese.

In a column which appeared in the
Evening Star on Monday, Crosby S.
Noyes rectified this situation with a very
perceptive look at what a Communist
takeover would mean to South Vietnam.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that this article be printed in the
RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorD,
as follows:

[From the Evening Star, Feb. 21, 1966]

FEasIBILITY VERSUS EXTERMINATION
(By Crosby S. Noyes)

Of all the issues to emerge so far from
the great debate on Vietnam in the Senate
Foreign Relations Committee, the one which
causes most trouble might be called the
question of feasibility.

Critics of the American effort to contnin
Communist aggression in southeast Asin
almost invariably start from the premise
that it can’t be done.

Even if they are finally persuaded that
the task is feasible from a military stand-
point, they remain unconvinced about the
possibility of ultimate success. How, they
ask, can the United States possibly achicve a
stable political solution in Vietnam under
the leadership that now seems available?

The question of feasibility, oddly enough,
is never raised in conection with the Com-
munist effort in South Vietnam. The mili-
tary capacity of the Vietcong to “pacify” a
country whose people, in the great majority,
have resisted the Communist guerrilla
forces bitterly for a decade is apparently
never questioned. The ability of the leader-
ship in Hanoi to absorb South Vietnam into
the disciplined organization that exists in
the north is apparently taken as a foregone
conclusion.

Critics who boggle at the price of winning
the war never think of the price tag that
would be attached to a Communist victory
in Vietnam. Those who protest most loudly
against occasional civilian casualties incurred
in fighting the Vietcong would cheerfully
condemn a whole population to the tender
process which the Communists refer Lo as
“anti-imperialist purification.”

The price, conservatively, would be the
death of well over a million people. It would
mean the systematic destruction of all the
major groupings in the South—Buddhists,
Catholics, and other religious sects, trade
unions, intellectuals and students—all of
which have remained strongly anti-Com-
munist.

The purification process also would prove
fatal to a large proportion of the leadership
of South Vietham, civilian and military. The
landowners and urban bourgeoisie would suf-
fer the fate of all such people with the take-
over of a Communist regime. For the anti-
Communists of South Vietnam, there would
be no Formosa refuge.

The methods used by the Hanoi regime to
establish its hold on the people is a matter
of historical record. Even in North Vietnam,
already partially “purified” for communism
by the ilight to the Sdéuth of more than
a million refugees in 1954, the toll was im-
pressive. Indeed, it reached the point in
1956 that such a hardened revolutionary as
Gen. Vo Nguyen Giap was moved 1o protest
that the regime had “executed too many
honest people” and “seeing enemies cvery-
where, resorted to terror, which became fur
too widespread.”

Moralists who agonize over the Amcrican
effort in Vietnarn might do well to ponder
the morality of abandoning 15 million people
to a painful reconciliation with their brothers
to the North., The Communists, to be sure,
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have no qualms whatever ahout the feasibil-
ity of attaining their objectives In the South.
But In fact their problem is enormous, com-
pared with the American problem of helping
to restore order and stability in South Viet-
nam once the military struggle is won.

Under conditions of reasonable securlty, a
stable and representative government in Sai-
80n is by no means impossible, Remarkable
progress in this direction was made between
1954 and 1956.

Stable government in South Vietham was,
In fact, an early casualty of the subversive
war., The excesses of the IMem regime, his
overthrow and the subsequent political up-~
heavals were all the Indirect results of Com-
munist pressure. The present government of
Gen. Nguyen Cao Ky, which represents no
more than a cohsensus of top military officers
is recognized by everyone, Including Ky him-
self, as a temporary military necessity,

The process of rebullding, in the opinion of
most experts on Vietnam, must be from the
ground up, rather than from the top down.
In many ways, the central administration in
Salgon Is less important to good government
than the quality of leadership on the provin-
cial, district, and village levels.

Election of top Government officlals by
universal suffrage is admlittedly a difficult
brocess in a country where the average per-
son rarely ventures beyond the confines of
his own village., A growing number of ex-
perts belleve that indirect elections, starting
with the selection of village councils and
progressing upward through the higher levels
-of administration to the final designation of
national leaders provides the best guarantee
of responsible representative government,

Village elections held under the direction
of the Ky government last year could repre-
sent, then, the start of the political rebuild-
ing process. Even in the midst of war, the
Vietnamese themselves are taking steps to
restore the legitimacy of their government,
And despite the pessimists, there is reason-
able hope In Washington for success.

THE PROBLEMS OF WATER SUPPLY
AND MANAGEMENT

Mr. METCALF. My, President, today
we Americans are facing a national chal-
lenge in the mounting problems of water
supply and management.

Our water need now stands at 370 bil-
lion gallons a day. In 1980—14 years
from now—our water need will more
than double. By the turn of the cen-
tury—it will rise to triple what it is now,

In meeting such a monumental chal-
lenge we must consider and explore every
possibility.

One approach to the problem is the
North American Water and Power Alli-
ance, . more popularly known as
NAWAPA. '

Senator Frank Moss, my distinguished,
colleague from Utah, headed g Senate
subcommittee that studied the
NAWAPA concept, and when I was priv-
ileged to be a member of that body, we
recommended that further studies be
made jointly by the United States and
Canada. .

There is an excellent article about
NAWAPA in the February 14 issue of the
National Observer. Written by Pat-
rick Young, I highly recommend it as a
reference on a far-reaching resource
problem,

At this point, T ask unanimous consent
that the article be printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered printed in the REcorp, as
follows:

No. 31—25

[From the National Observer, Feb. 14, 1966]

WaTER Is THE MosT EFFICIENT Cror THEY
CAN HARVEST—A DRAMATIC Prax To Tar
CaANADA’S RIVERS FOR A CONTINENTS NzeEps

(By Patrick Young)

The deep, cool rivers of Canada are drawing
covetous glances from some U.S. engineers,
who talk of diverting Canadian streams to
help slake rapidly expanding American de-
mands for fresh water. And though our
northern neighbors are responding to.such
broposals with the enthusiasm of a man
told he must pay anothers’ taxes, there is
8 growing feeling in the United States that
Canada will eventually find water s profita-
ble export, and agree to the diversion.

This may be years in coming., But Can-
ada’s reluctance to part with its water Isn't
stopping discussion of the proposed North
Amerlcan Water and Power Alliance
(NAWAPA), an ambitious plan to reverse
the flow of several subarctic rivers, and redis-
tribute their waters in Canada, the United
States, and Mexico. This fascinating pro-

. posal, vast enough to boggle the mind of a

Jules Verne, would cost $100 billion over
30 years. Should it ever reach full develop-
ment, 1t would bring major changes to North
America’s topography.

NAWAPA envisions an Alaskan dam 1,700
feet high, s 500-mile-long reservoir high in
the Rocky Mountalns of British Columbia,
a seaway for oceangoing vessels spanning
Canads from the Great Lakes to the Paclfic
Ocean, and an 80-mile-long tunnel blasted
through the Sangre de Cristo Mountains on
the New Mexico-Colorado border. NAWAPA's
370 major projects would Include 15 reser-
volrs larger than Hoover Dam’s Lake Mead,
the Nation’s largest manmade lake.

Supporters contend the project would
bring new life through irrigation to 86,300
square mllfq of arid land—an area nearly
equal in slze to Utah; help flush pollution
from the continent’s waterways, generate
enormous amounts of electric power, and
earn $4¢ billion a year through the sale of
water and electricity. This, they say, would
bay for NAWAPA's construction and operat-
iIng costs.

In all, these backers say, the project would
benefit directly one territory and 7 Provinces
in Canada, 33 States in the United States,
and Mexico’s 3 northern States, as well as
bring an economic and recreatlon boom to
all three natlons.

This concept of a continental redistribu-
tion of water is only a few years old. Until
the Ralph M. Parsons Co. advanced its pro-
posal In 1964, U.S. water plannhers talked of
transferring water from onte river basin to
another within the United States, but not of
diverting Canadian water,

The proposal often evokes the kind of
skepticism people reserve for visionary proj-
ects. But many beople who have studied
NAWAPA think it is feasible.

“The concept is entirely practicable,” says
Senator FRANK E, Mossg, the Utah Democrat
who headed a Senate subcommittee that
studied the NAWAPA plan. “There have
been enough engineering studles made in
broad terms to establish that there is water
avallable that can be transported and stored
along the way, and that this is all within

economic and engineering reach of our econ~ "

omy right now.”
WHY PARSONS IS INTERESTED

Senator Moss’ subcommittec recommended
that further studies, including detailed engi-
neering and cost surveys, be made Jointly
by the United States and Canada. The sub-
committee sald many water projects pro-
posed by both governments could be inte-
grated into the NAWAPA plan, thus reduc-
Ing its cost. So far, however, the U.S. State
Department has not formally proposed the
NAWAPA concept to Canada,

Parsons, of course, is greatly tnterested in
seeing 1its project developed, and not for al-
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trulstic reasons. “If theyre going to spend
& huge amount of money for construction,
we're going to get a piece of it,” says Ralph
M. Parsons, chairman of the worldwide com-
pany that bears his name. And there seems
little doubt that something must be done
about the Nation’s water needs, expected to
double by 1880 and triple by the year 2000.
These demands are barticularly great in the
Western United States.

“A water crisis Is upon us. It will stead-
ily worsen,” Senator Moss’ subcommittes
sald in its report last fall. “So great is the
broblem and so Important its solution that
it now has become impervative that consid-
eration be given to what at one time seemed
unachievable proposals.”

NAWAPA 1s just such a proposal, It is
not, however, a detailed engineering study.
The plan was drawn up, without field sur-
veys, on the basis of avallable topographical
and hydrological data. “Everything that’s
been done has been done with maps,” says a
Parsons executive. “It’s all swivel-chair engi-
neering.” And Parsons englneers are the first
to concede that their plan needs detailed
surveys to fully prove its practicability. “We
don’t want this thing thought of as a de-
veloped plan,” Mr. Parsons says.

THE DAM ENVISIONED AT CHITINA

NAWAPA proposes to utilize some of the
water that now flows unused into the Bering
Sea from the northwest section of North
America. High dams in Alaska and Canada’s
Yukon - Territory would create s series of
huge, Interconnected reservoirs. One of these
dams, on the Copper River near Chitina,
Alaska, would tower 1,700 feet, nearly twice
the height of the world’s highest dam (988
feet) now abuilding in Russia.

Water in these manmade lakes would be
diverted through rivers, reservoirs, canals,
and tunnels as far south as Mexico., For the
most part, the flow would be downhill. But,
when necessary, powerful pumps would lift
the water over mountains and to higher
elevations to begin again its downwsard surge.

The key reservoir in the NAWAPA system
would be a 500-mile-long lake in the Rocky
Mountain Trench. Thig deep gorge, 3,000
feet above sea level, would be dammed to
form the world’s largest manmade lake, hold-
Ing 518,200,000 acre-feet of water or 16 times
the capacity of Lake Mead. Branching off
from this lake, the system’s major storage
point, would be the Canadian-Great Lakes
Waterway and the Fraser River. Together
they would link the Great Lakes with Van-
couver, British Columbia.

Water from the Rocky Mountaln Trench
could be used to maintain a constant level
in the Columbia River in the Pacific North~
west. This would assure maximum year-
round power output from generating plants
on the river, as well as providing flood con-
trol.

ONE OF THE GREAT RECREATION LAKES

The Rocky Mountain Trench is adjacent -
to Canada’s Banfl and Jasper Natlonal Parks,
“I see this as one of the greatest recreation
lakes in the world,” Senator Moss says. “It
would be up against the Canadian Rockies,
one of the most spectacular ranges in the
world. It could even be a good transporta-

-tlon link between northern and southern
British Columbia.”

The southern tip of this reservoir would
be in northern Montana, From here water
would rush southward to be. pushed over
the mountains of central Idaho by six huge
bumping stations, A canal 630 feet wide
and 35 feet deep would carry the water into
Utah, Nevada, and back into Utah where
the water flow would split in two. The
Colorado Basin aqueduct would carry water
southwest into Nevada, California, and fin-
ally Mexico. The southwest aqueduct would
flow Into Arizona and New Mexico, before
branching off into Mexlco and looping up
into Colorado.
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All along this nation-spanning route, wa-
ter would irrigate new farmland, serve in-
cdustry, and quench the thirst of cities.
Funormous new lakes would be formed-—one
o [ew miles north of Las Vegas, another near
the Grand Canyomn, a third east of Denver.
And the water, as it Howed beyond this Na-
Lion's border, would enable Mexico to de-
velop eight times the new farmland that
Keypt’s high dam abullding at Aswan will
provide.

«all three of the Northern States of Mex-
ico are extremely arid, and suffer from a lack
ol water,” Senator Moss says. ‘“If water
sun be brought here, their agriculture will
winssom. And this would help alleviate some
of the poverty.”

Ganada, too, would benefit from the
NAWAPA proposal, Senator MOoss believes.
sphr. 6, there is the power produced,” he says.
“Phe second thing is irrigation water in the
jputhern  Provinces where they have a
drought problem just like our Great Plains.
‘The third is transportation.”

The Canadian-Great Lakes Waterway
would flow from the Canadian Rockies.
¢oupled with the 8t. Lawrence River aud
the Great Lakes, this 730-foot-wide, 30-
foul-deep canal would provide a scaway be-
Lween the Atlantic und Paciiic coasts. ‘I'hus
man would create the tabled Northwest Pas-
zage, which early European explorers vainly
soupht.

I'he waterway would flow into the south-
orn 1ip of Manituba’s Lake Winnipcg, before
eventually emptying into Lake Superior. At
[ake Winnipeg’s northern tip, the Hudson
Bay Seaway would link the waterway with
fludson Bay.

LINKING CANADA TO U.S, RIVERS

A barge canal splitting oif from the water-
way northwest ol Moose Jaw, Saskatchewan,
would flow through North Dakota and Minne-~
sotu to Minneapolis on the M ssissippl River.
This would link Canada to the Mississippi,
Missouri, Tennersee, and Ohio Rivers. Wheat
trom Canada could flow to the grain eleva-
Lors of Minneapolls or St. Louis, and steel
from Pittsburgh or petroleum products from
thie zulf coast could be shipped to Canada.

Anolher segment of the NAWAPA proposal,
which ecould be constructed separateiy, would
narness the walers from rivers south and
cast of Hudson Bay. The James Bay Seaway
would connect Hudson Bay with Lake Huron.
Waters from dammed rivers in the mineral-
rich Quebec noriblands and diverted south-
west would form Lhe Knob Lake Barge Canal,
The canal would join with the James Bay
Seaway hear the Quebec-Ontario horder.

Controlling  the sprawling fingers of
NAWAFA would be an immense task, requir-
ing sophisticated analysis of meteorological
information, and the water and power de-
mands of various parts of the continent.
Water for sumimer irrigation in Mexico, for
ecxample, would have to be released ifrom
high-altitude reservoirs in Canada and the
northern United States sometime the previ-
ous January or february.

1'o solve these problems, the NAWAPA plan
includes & ceniral computer center with o
complex network of microwave systems, land-
lines, and relay stations covering two-thirds
of North America. This system would relay
bhe necessary instructions from the center’s
computers to deliver water when and where
it necded.

et even if this complex plan should be-
pome reality, it would not solve all this Na~
tion's water ilks. ‘“This is not an answer to
all the aches and pains,”” Mr. Parsons says.
And Senator Moss agrees. ““This concept
jsn’t designed to supplant or make unneces-
sary ellforts to clean up or use our water over
agnin and again,” he says.

NAWAPA supporters realize staggering
problems must be solved if their plan is to
be fulfilled. None will be more difficult than
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overcoming Canada’s reluctance to partici-
pate. The Canadians say there is mo such
thing as continental water, and they aren’s
interested in supplying water to the Unived
States if this means Canada might someday
suffer.

ACT LIKE SEPARATE KINGDOMS

“While they're trying to make up thelr
mind, they'll naturally barricade themselves
behind a negative attitude,” says an Amieri-
can long familiar with Canadian  affirs,
«But to talk about a continental approach to
water is wuseless until you can get the
Provinces to agree. They act like ceparate
kingdoms up there.”

This, indeed, is particularly true regarding
water. ‘I'ne 10 Provinces of Canada conbrol
the water within their borders, and they 1ind
it nearly impossible to work together in de-
veloping this important resource. NAWAPA
supporters, however, think at least part of
the plan may soon take shape. This is the
James Bay Seaway. A Canadian engincer,
Thomas Kierans, has proposcd a girnilar
project, and there is talk the two plans might
bes combined to take advantage of the best
features of each.

There is yet another reason why usome
NAWAPA supporters are confident the (an-
adians will eventually agree. “The almighty
dollar always overcomes their prejudices,”
one of them says. “As we look at this, water
is the most efficient crop they can harvest,
and it makes sense for them to join in &
continental redistribution system.”

BANKERS JOIN EDUCATORS IN OP-
POSING ADMINISTRATION FPRO-
POSAL TO CUT OFF NDIA STU-
DENT LOANS

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, Pres:dent
Jchnson, in his budgzet message sub-
mitted last month, indicated that the ad-
ministration would propose legislation
“t5 shift the National Defense Educhtion
Act student loan program to the newly
authorized subsidized loan guarantee
program” enacted as title IV, part B of
the Higher Education Act of 1965— Pub-
lic Law 89-329. An estimated $200 mil-
lion will be borrowed under the National
Defense Education Act student loar: pro-
gram during the next fiseal year. T fully
favor the subsidized loan guarantec pro-
eram established last year by the Higher
Tducation Act, but believe the National
Tofense Education Act program must be
funded and carried on, too.

Tducators and college administrators
taroughout the Nation have already
vo'eed their objection to the admiristra-
tion proposal which would oblige needy
students to seek guaranteed bank loans
45 pursue their studies rather than ob-
taining the necessary funds directly from
the colleges administering the Nolional
Defense Education Act loan program.

Now, the banking community has
sdded its voice to the cherus of opposi-
tion to the administration proposal.
While banks are already committed and
are supporting the guaranteed loan pro-
visions of the Higher Education Act writ-
ten into law last year, they are fearful
that under the administration proposal
“g situation could possibly develop which
might jeopardize the inception of the
guaranteed loan plan and at the same
time not fully serve the important needs
of the National Defense Education Act
programm.”
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The views of the American Bankers
Association on this question have been
dotai'ed in o letter to me by Charles E.
Walker, exccutive vice president of the
American Bankers Association.

I ask unanimous conhsent that this
letter from the American Bankers Asso-
ciation, dated Yebruary 16, 1866, be
printed in the Recoro at this point.

There being no objection, the letfer
was ordercd to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

Tz AMERICAN BANKERS ASECCIATION,
Ncw York, N.Y., February 16, 19G6.

Ilon. Jacon K. JAVITS,

U.S. Senate,

Washington, D.C.

Drar SenaTor Javirs: I am pleased to re-
spond to your lcther of January 27, secking
the views of the American Bankers Associ-
ation with recpect to the plan of the admin-
istration, as anncunced in the President’s
budsct meszage, to propose legislation shift-
ing the National Defense Education Act stu-
dent loan program to the guaranteed student
loan program, which was authorized by the
Higher Education Act of 1965.

As you are well aware, this association
worked elogely with those in the adminisira-
tion and the Congress, including yoursclf,
who were prineipally responsible for the de-
velopment of the provisions in the Higher
Education Act of 1935 authorizing the new
program cf guarantecd private loans for col-
lege students. We are most interssted in
geeing that this program is successful and
have firmly committed the resources of the
agpocintion to that end.

The adminirtration’s proposal to transfer
the studsnt loan program of the National
Defense Education Act to the new guarantce
plan manifests a confidence in the private
financial community which is most gratifying
to the Amcrican Bankers Assoclation. This
cxpression of confidence in the capacity of
the private sector to work with the Federal
Government in mecting major national sncial
needs should provide an added incentive for
vigorous parformance by financial institu-
tions in meetinz the loan demands arising
from the ncw gunrantce pregram.

Despite our gratification with the philos-
ophy underlying the administration’s rec-
ommendation, it is our considered judgment
that implementation of that proposal at this
time might not be in the best interests of
either the National Defense Education Act
program or the new guaranteed loan pro-
gram. It is estimated that the guaranteed
loan program may well generate student
loan demaad in the order of $500 million for
the first academic year of operation. Mecet-
ing such an initial demand, with credit re-
sources already under heavy pressure, is
going to rcquire a major effort on our part.
If, additionally, the $200 million in antici-
pated loan demand from the National De-
fenco Education Act program is shifted Lo the
private credit scclor, a situation could pos-
sibly dzvelop which might jeopardize the in-
cetpion of the guarantced loan plan and ot
the same time riot fully serve the important
necds of the National Defense Edueation Act
program. In short it would seem that the
better course would be for the private scc-
tor to concentrate its encrgies and attention
on a successful launching of the guarantecd
loan program, and to withhold a decision on
the proposed change in the National De-
fence Education Act loan program until the
guaranteed private loan program has gained
some cxperience and maturity.

I hope that these obcervations are re-
sponsive to your question and will be off
benefit to you in your consideration of this
matter.

Sincerely yours,
CHARLES F. WALKER.
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GEORGE WASHINGTON UNIVER-
SITY PRESIDENT SPEAKS OUT

Mr. BYRD of West Virginia. Mr.
President, the George Washington Uni-
versity, Washington, D.C., bears a name
long honored in our country. It is my
belief that Dr. Lloyd H. Elliott, the new
president of this justly famed institu-
tion of learning will administer his new
duties in a manner which will add luster
to its name and will continue and ad-
vance the aims and traditions so long
associated with its functions.

Those persons not familiar with his
background will be interested in learn-
ing of Dr. Elliott’s intensive career in
the area of education.

He was born in Clay County, W. Va.,
and began his undergraduate work in
education at West Virginia Institute of
Technology in the town of Montgomery.
He continued his studies at Glenville
State College, Glenville, W. Va., receiv-
ing his bachelor of arts degree from that
college in 1937. Afterward, he at-
tended West Virginia University at
Morgantown, where he earned his mas-
ter’s degree in education.

Dr. Elliott has been in the education
field all of his life, with the exception of
the period of his military service dur-
ing World War II. He received his doc-
torate from the University of Colorado
in 1948, having received some financial
assistance under educational provisions
of the so-called GI bill of rights.

Dr. Elliott came to the George Wash-
ington University from the presidency
of the University of Maine; and, in pre-
senting his inaugural address on Mon-
day, February 21, he spoke of the way
in which many dissident elements of our
present society have used universities in
a manner not part of their historical
heritage and not integral to their mis-
sion. He forcefully stated the impera~-
tive need to reserve to our universities
their primary reason for existence—the
advancement of knowledge.

West Virginia is proud of its native
son, and I am confident that the citizens
of my State join with me in'’commending
him on the sound philosophy which he
stated on the occasion of his assumption
of the Office of President of the George
Washington University here in the Na-
tion’s Capital.

I ask unanimous consent that his in-
augural address be printed in the RECORD
at this point,

There being no objection, the address
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

INAUGURAL ADDRESS BY Lroyp H. ELLIOTT,
FEBRUARY 21, 1966

Those who build universities are involved
in a task that is always incomplete; their
fellow-laborers include members of all gen-
erations. In jolning that large group of men
and women who have had a part down
through the years in fashioning this distin-
guished university, I pledge my every effort.

Thé office to which you have elected me
carries in itself a full measure of responsi-
bility but, when coupled as 1t is with the
founding of the Nation, the presidency of the
George Washington TUniversity brings an
even greater dimension of accountability. It
was Washington’s hope, you will recall, that
students from all parts of the country would
acquire the habits of good citizenship while
being instructed in the arts and sciences.
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In paying tribute again to the vislon of the
leader whose name this institution so proud-
1y bears and, standing behind the seal which
carries his profile, I join all friends of this
university both far and near in- working to
realize now the greatness which it will one
day attain.

Much hes been written in recent years of
this instrument of socilety—the university—
in which the George Washington Unlversity
holds membership. Perhaps there is still
room for further dialog.

Traditlonally, the university has been re-
quired to defend itself against outside inter-
vention. Through the years this interven-
tion has taken different forms. No matter
what its origin, it has been almed generally
at restricting academlic freedom—the frst
standard of a university. Many of our Instl-
tutions must yet today fight continuing
battles against such Interference. Some of
this Interference is brought about by those
who would make of the university a hattle-
ground for the dissident elements of our so-
clety. 'This is not unusual. Opposing groups
have always sought to shift the debris of
strife from thelr own doorsteps, and univer-
sitles sometimes have been offered up on
the sacrificial altar.

The university cannot be a tool of govern-
ment; it cannot be a servant of industry; it
must not become the playground of the rich
nor the caretaker of the poor—the university
cannot, in short, become something it is
not, and still remain a university.

I suspect the greatest danger today stems
from those who would like to turn the uni-
versity into a battlefleld for causes unrelated
to academic freedom and the pursult of
knewledge. The necesslties of the university
remain the same, however, as in earlier years.
They are the knowledge with which to con-
sider the worthy life, the intellectual stimu-
lation necessary to encourage the search,
and the community of seholarship in which
reason predominates.

The university 1s, therefore, an Inappro-
priate home for the student who does not
study, the professor who does not teach or
gearch for knowledge, or the administrator
who does not dedicate himself to the further-
ance of the institution.

Given these simple requirements, the uni-
versity is the proper home for the man who
is reaching for something nobler than him-
gelf and, while reaching, wishes the guidance
of accumulated knowledge and the insplra-
tion of others who are dedicated to the same
objective.

There is some danger that today’s disorder
in the university may render sterlle the
nourishment that is the heart of intellectual
growth., As in earller days, the university
must be protected from such circumvention
of its baslc purposes.

For some time 1t has been recognized by
most leaders in American society that to a
very large degree what happens to America
depends on what happens in American edu-
cation, Business and industry, whether we
speak of management training or antipov-
erty programs, have accepted the economic
soundness of this general principle. The
principle, of course, is equally sound when
applied to the whole world. Namely, to a
very great extent what happens to the world,
depends upon what happens in educating
the world’s peoples. We are now hearing
voices which suggest that America’s relation-
ship with the rest of the world, specifically
its forelgn aid programs, might appropriately
be based on educating Insofar as resources
and personnel can be organized, the peoples
of the world. The reasoning is rather sim-
ple and direct. It suggests that understand-
ing is the only real path to a better life; un-
derdtanding is to be gained through educa-
tlon; therefore, if we would. achieve the nec-
essary understanding, we must educate. To
all the world we must ascribe our intellec-
tual axiom that the truth will make you free.
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Only in this approach can peoples learn
the relationship of population to food pro-
duction, economic problems and cultural
pursults, and the meaning of freedom or jus-
tice, Our foreign policy must somehow be
extricated from the short-range ‘crisis to
crisis,” “brush fire to brush. fire” conditions
which have plagued {is for several decades.

Here at home we are beginning to recog-
nize the promises of a broader base of edu-
catlon. 'The program labeled Headstart,
the efforts in continuing and adult educa-
tion, the program for retraining workers in
our changing society, the multidisciplined
conters belng established in metropolitan
areas, the speclal programs for school drop-
outs, and the seminars on art and music are
all evidences of a greater concern for educa-
tion and training throughout our lives. A
program, therefore, of domestic education
based on knowledge of human behavior and
human needs of all ages as being the most
direct path to the Natlon’s welfare, 1s gain-
ing acceptance. .

Some years ago, we heard a philosophy of
education which seemed to say that the for-
mal school, as organized, should be all things
to all people. In practice we rejected that
philosophy as we must do so today. But
education in all its facets, the out-of-school
forms coupled with the in-school programs,
has emerged as soclety’s chief instrument
for its own survival. Public policy, how-
ever, is only beginning to recognize that fact.
The anthropologist, Margaret Mead, put 1t
in today’s perspective when she wrote:

“We must rid ourselves of the idea that
anybody can ever finlsh his education. We
cannot give our young people a good educa-
tion. We can give them some education. We
need extended education. We need to set
up a progrem into which people can come
at any time in their lives and get as much
education as they can take.”

America’s economic base 1s now sufficlent
to release the manpower necessary for im-
plementing a public policy of this kind and
the productive power of our society is suf-
ficient to provide the physical facilities and
necessary equipment. That which remains
is more challenging than that which has
been achieved. We must decide now wheth-
er we have the moral fortitude to forgo more
private pleasures in order to provide for the
greater public bencfit, Let me turn to an-
other student of contemporary life, this
time Walter Lippmann, for the precise state-
ment:

“We must measure our educational effort
as we do our military effort. That is to say,
we must measure not by what it would be
easy and convenlent to do, but what 1t is
necessary to do in order that the Nation
may survive and flourlsh, We have learned
that we are quite rich enough to defend our-
selves, whatever the cost. We must now
learn that we are quite rich edough to edu-
cate ourselves as we need to be educated.”

Having made a case thus far for both a do-
mestic and an international policy based
on the achlevement of understanding
through education, I must now ask the
question: What is the objective of the so-
ciety built on education—the pursuit of
truth, wherever it may lead? Its objective
is manifold.

It includes a better life, adequate food and
shelter, better health, greater control over
nature’s upheavals, relief from boredom, and
a release of man’s creative talents. While
our objective may be broadly defined, it
must rest on simple truths. Understanding
comes from a great complex, but Shake-
speare warned all when he wrote, “Who un-
derstandeth thee not, loves thee not.” And
while truths may be self-evident, sacred
and undeniable, they do not make free those
who lack understanding.

This Natlon’s responsibility to the world
will require sacrifice and lives given in serv-
ice to others; 1t will require humility, a long-
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term commitment, less emphasis on the ma-
terial things ourselves, and a dedication to
these objectives by example on the part of
those who would teach the young. Of Amer-
ica it is being asked: Did this Nation come
Lo power too soon? Is the leadership of the
world which has been thrust into the hands
of this young Nation too much of a responsi-
bility? Is America unable to understand
and, therefore, to grasp thls leadership?
Will America be too slow? Will the United
States fail?

When George Washington urged the estab-
lishment of a center of learning in the Na-
Lion’s Capital, did he dream that someday
the world’s heartbeat would be centered on
the banks of the Pntomac? Did he foresee,
even then, that the university must serve as
the waorld's center for the serious, critical
pursuit of truth and knowledse?

Washington was ahead of his time in
muany areas. It 13 not too much to believe
that his ideas for a college were also in the
front ranks. It remains, however, for each
generation to preserve the freedom of the
university, and to guarantee its health.

Having fashioned an instrument of in-
linite worth in =ervice to humanity, it re-
mains to be seen whether or not our self-
indulgence and the pursuit of private pleas-
ure will prove to be hurdles too great to
surmount. Perhaps the real test of civiliza-
‘tion is mnow bofore the citizens of this
Nation. When the work of the few is suffi-
cient to provide for the many, what will
happen to enthusiasm, discipline, medita-
tion? 'Will lives be filled with noise, drivel,
and frivolity? Will America have leadership,
service, sweat and tears to export when that
day comes? What follows when the faticue
of work no longer requires rest? Many peo-
ples of the world do not have such a choice.
flow will we use our choice?

In order that people may make the rea-
soned choices, the university must continue
to serve as the center for truth and under-
standing. As knowledge expands and oxX-
plodes the responsibility of the university
lor integrity—the responsibility to speak
with the unbiased volice of accumulated
wisdom—-becomes the duality of burden and
opporunity.

As John Masefield wrote, “To be a mem-
ber of one of thesc great socicties must ever
be a glad distinction.”

To serve this noble institution is both an
honor and a burden: and for whatever period
it may bhe my responsibility, I pledge an
uncompromising effort to achieve that level
nf courage and integrity necessary to the
highest fulfillment of the office of president
of the George Washington University.

e RO i

CLEAN RIVERS DEMONSTRATION
BILL

Mr. LONG of Missouri. Mr. President,
the President’s proposal for an attack on
the water pollution problem on a river-
basin basis offers an opportunity to take
3 gilant step forward.

Our present pollution control pro-
srams are oriented toward the immediate
tieeds of individual cities and munici-
palities throughout the Nation. While
these programs are important and have
served a useful purpose, they do not go
far enough. We need now a program
that will provide Federal assistance in
cleaning up an entire river. We can do
this if the States and cities will coop-
crate by taking the necessary action to be
sure that the river, once clean, will
remain clean. The Federal Government
will help to take care of the backlog, so
Lo speak, and the local agencies will then
be in a positionn to control pollution in
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the future without further Federal
assistance.

The program offers great promise.
Its success will depend, of course, on the
willingness of the States and local agen-
cies to cooperate and participate in this
concentrated attack. They must make
pians that are broader than their im-
mediate local needs. They must plan
for the entire river basin. Our growing
population permits no other course. It
will do little good for one city to control
the pollutants it dumps into a river if
the other cities and communities along
the rivea do not take similar action.

uf COLD WAR MYTHS

Mr. CHURCH. Mr. President, many
observers in foreign countries find
U.S. foreign policy out of joint with the
times. Our policy strikes them like the
clothing fashions of the forties rmight
strike us today: full of melancholy, but
bulky, slightly humorous, and ill fitting.

And indeed we are draping today’s
realities in the raiment of yesterday,
clothing uncomfortably complicated
facts of life with a black and white view
of the world which fit better in the
forties than today.

Ronald Steel, an American who has
come to this conclusion from the per-
spective of living in Europe while writ-
ing a book about NATO, “The End of
Alliance,” has contributed to numecrous
American and English journals. In the
current issue of Commonweal, he dis-
cusses the manner in which we have
transferred an eminently successful
policy for Europe to the far different cli-
mate of Asia, bringing with us al! the
baggage of outmoded rhetoric. I believe
Mr. Steel's article deserves the attention
of the Senate. I ask unanimous consent
that the article, “Cold War Myths” be
printed at this point in the REcorp.

There being no objection, the article
was ordered to be printed in the REcorDp,
as follows:

CorLp War MYTHS
(By Ronald Steel)

Empires crumble, great leaders rise and
fall, but political dogmas carry on, burden-
ing each new generation with the obsessions
of the last. The cold war is no exception.
With its own set of dogmas evolved in the
late 1940's, it has proved remarkably re-
silient to everything that has happened cver
since. The world power structure has gone
through an extraordinary upheaval during
the past decade, but the popular mythology
of the cold war remains solidly in place.
Despite recent cxercises in myth raking by
Senators, journalists, and academicians, most
of them are still unbowed, though perhaps a
bit worse for wear. Our cold war slogans
are comfortable, and like old sweaters, we
hate to get rid of them even though they may
be full of holes.

Some, of course, like that old standby, the
“Sino-Soviet bloc,” have had to be regret-
fully abandoned now that Pelping and Mos-
cow are making a public spectacle over their
inbheritance claims to the new Jerusalem.
Others, like the “international Communist
conspiracy,” although hopelessly outdited,
litiger on as handy explanations for other-
wise depressingly complicated problems. As
such they are extremely useful for Republi-
can conventions, Birchite handouts, and con-
gressional joint resolutions, They are not,
however, normally taken seriously at the
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highest levels of government. There a more
sophisticated set of myths remains supreme,
As we have learned . most recently from the
inspirational explanations of our involve-
ment in Vietnam, it is an American responsi-
bility to intervene in the universal struggle
between “freedom and communism.” on
whatever dubious or unfavorable terrain it
may take place.

This dogma has a stirring ring, and in
touching the proper spirit of moral fervor,
it cets all the patriotic glands going. But it
also conceals more than 1t explains about
the nature of some of our involvements.
It tells us nothing about the new ground
of common interest between Russia and
America, about the mounting spirit of in-
denendence in the satellites and the desire
of Europeans on both sides of the Iron Cur-
tain to shake themselves loose from their
opposing protectors, about the tidal wave of
anticolonialism which is sweeping the West-
ern powers—America included—from their
bridgeheads in Africa and Asia, about the
convulsions going on within the Commaiinist
movement itself as nationalism takes prece-
dence over the demands of Marxist ideology,
and about the fact that the “communism”
espoused in Belgrade and Hanoi may be just
as hostile to Russian or Chinese imperialism
as it is to Western intervention.

The conventional cold war labels conceal
all this because they are rooted in a view of
the world which has not changed to any real
degree since 1948 when the Red army scemed
ready to march to the channel and swoop
a defenseless Western Europe into its paw.
From this assumption, which seemed per-
fectly valid at the time, but which no one
any longer considers likely, sprang the NATO
alliance, the rearming of Germany, the semi-
bpermanent garrizon of 400,000 American
soldiers on the Continent, and periodic vi-
stons of an Atlantic Community knitting
Europe and America together in atomic wed-
lock around the MLF. The belief that it is
America’s destiny to remain forever as the
nursemaid of Western Europe has struck
such deep roots on both sides of the Atlantic
that, as that astute observer of our national
folklore, D. W. Brogan, has commented, “any-
one who resists or even complains is, if not
an actual traitor to Western civilization, at
least a howling cad.”

But even those emotionally chained to the
idea of a little Europe divided at the Elbe
and nestling obediently under America’s
wing, are having a hard time reconciling this
with the realities of a world which has
changed profoundly since the Czech coup
and the Korean war. With Europe no longer
on her knees, with Russia no longer so
menacing, and America no longer invulner-
able, the conditions which originally in-
spired the alliance have disappeared. In
their place are ambiguous and shifting rela-
tions between three changing powers, Armer-
ica, Europe, and Russia. Now that the two
superpowers have become increasingly en-
gaged by their dialog with one another
and their preoccupation with a revived
China, the Europeans are gradually moving
toward a common approach to their own
political problems that will of necessity in-
volve a common defense no longer under
American direction.

As one of the last monuments to the prob-
lems, and the rhetoric, of the late forties,
NATO has been made largely irrelevant by its
own success and the changing power struc-
ture in Europe. Today the whole focus of
American interests is switching away from
Europe, where the job of containing Russia
has been largely achieved and can be taken
over by Europeans themselves, to an unstable
Agia and a revolution-prone “third world.”
There the sudden transition from colonialism
to independence has been accompanied by
virulent nationalism and civil disorders into
which the great powers are drawn, or cven
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fling themselves, for fear of losing influence
to their rivals,

Consumed by our own quarrels with Rus-
sta, we could only see these disorders as part
of the universal struggle between freedom
and communism. And because that struggle
had begun in Europe where the problem was
one of defending weakened natlons from a
powerful Red army breathing down their
necks, we let ourselves assume that the same
situation applied everywhere else—ignoring
that other nations might have reasons of
their own for welcoming our military equip-
ment. A military numbers game quite out
of touch with the realities of geography and
politics, the pactomania of the fifties rested
on an obsession with aggression in areas
where it was often unlikely and frequently
impossible, Trying to reproduce NATO in
contexts where virtually none of its elements
applied, we somehow never let it sink in that
Peru was not really in danger of a Russian
invasion, that the only enemies Pakilstanis
and Indians worried about were one another,
or that the states of Indochina were not so
much threatened by a Chinese invasion as by
the conflict of the great powers that have
divided them into rival spheres of influence.

Dulles’ pacts, for the most part, have been
forgotten by all but that handful of diplo-
mats and generals whose Job it is to attend
their yearly conferences In such agreeable
places as Teheran and Rio. But the dogma
that inspired them lives on untouched by the
upheavals that have taken place since they
were evolved some 15 years ago. The idea
that all Communist governments are allke,
all of them organized conspiracies equally
hostile to American interests, Is slowly being
scuttled in Europe, but is not even chal-
lenged in Asla. There, by treating such
Communist nationalists as Ho Chi Minh as
agents of Peiping, we have managed to reln-
force the very Chinese influence in Vietham
we have been trying to combat. And by in-
tervening with our military power in a civil
war among Vietnamese, we have polarized
the extremes, handed the Communists the
banner of nationalism, and made it séem as
though we had imperial designs of our own,

The obsession with external aggression
which burdened us so long in Europe has
now changed its roost to Asia. The analysis
ia the same; only the object is different.
Now that the Russians have begun to mel-
low, and are joining forces with the West to
slam the door on the nuclear club and keep
an unruly tiers monde in line, the specter of
Cossacks sweeping to the Channel is being
replaced by the vislon of Mao Tse-tung pick-
ing up all the states of Asia from the Bay
of Bengal to the Sea of Japan like falling
dominoes. While this, to be sure, ig an awful
prospect, it 1s not a very llkely one, since
China has neither the means nor the free-
dom of action to lmpose its will on all of
Asia. If the Chinese should embark upon &
policy of direct aggression against their
neighbors, this can be met by a judicious
application of American alr and sea power—
perhaps joined by Russia, which has even
more reason to contaln China than we do,
and other interested nations as well. But
fomenting revolutions in unstable countries,
however irritating and uniriendly, is not the
same as direct aggression. And while the
creation of stable, non-Communist govern-
nients on the Asian mainland Is an emi-
nently desirable goal, it is not one which
ecan be achieved by American military power.

LINGERING DOGMA

The futile attempt to do so in Vietham
1s simply the most dramatic example of how
the old dogma has lived on to haunt our
rhetoric and defeat our diplomacy. Al-
though the postwar world dominated by
those twin symbols of intransigence, Dulles
and Stalin, has largely been eroded, the fa-
cade remains intact in the vocabulary of
the cutworn doctrines. Largely lnappropri-
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ate to the political realities of the world of
the sixtles, the dogmas remaln untouched
because they alone explain a good many of
our current involvements. Doubly mis-
chievous, they not only inspire interventions
of questionable wisdom, but provide the
justifications for them once undertaken.
“The dogma is,’ as Richard Rovere has
pointed out, “the basls for popular Congres-
slonal assent” to most of current American
policy, slnce “almost everything that we do
in the mid-sixties * * * must somehow be
justified with the rhetoric of the late forties.”

It 1s not only the public, but the policy-
meker as well who suffers from this cultural
lag, for those whose job it 1s to deal in reali-
tles have, in fact, become prisoners of thelr
own rhetoric. So used to explaining every
American 1nvolvement anywhere in- the
world—whether it be furnishing Cuban exile
pilots to Tshombe or sending a gymnastics
instructor to Guatemala—as part of the
struggle between freedom and communism,
they end up believing themselves the cold
war pablum which they feed the public. The
mythmaker becomes & mnythmonger, as
chained to his myth as Elvis Presley to his
guitar, Even if he wanted to, he could not
scuttle the old dogma without seeming to
betray the very principles which he has been
proclaiming to Congress and the voters with
such tiresome and predictable ardor.

The mythmonger’s excuse for chanting the
old dogma, Insofar as he himself is aware of
its irrelevancy, is that the public is too un-
sophisticated to understand the nuances of
forelgn policy. But this, too, may be an old
myth that has dragged on indecently long
and should be given an early burial. The
public is not as stupid as 1ts leaders imagine,
and in a good many instances—such as its
favorable reception to Senator FULBRIGHT'B
minor heresles, and even ithe more funda-
mental criticisms of our Asian policy made
more recently by Senators CHURCH, MORSE,
GRUENING, MANSFIELD, and MCGOVERN—IAY
be ahead of official wisdom in lts freedom
from cent and self-Justification. The voters
are rarely as chained to any particular line of
policy as are the professionals whose job and
whose self-respect are attached to those
policies, and they are often willing to con-
slder a good many of the unthinkable
thoughts still whispered furtively in the cor-
ridors of the State Department.

Perhaps we are barking up the wrong tree
in blaming the public for hanging onto the
old myths. In truth It seems to be the
policymaker, not the voter, who sees his as-
sumptions as the epitome of political wisdom.
To get him to contemplate the possibility
that some of these may be outdated, or ac-
tually harmful, is to challenge much that he
holds dear. ‘“The really dangerous myths,”
as Irving Kristol commented aptly, “are not
to be found among the unenlightened popu-
lace; they are lodged in the uppermost eche-
lons of the government.” Prying them loose
from that citadel is a task of heroic propor-
tions. It is also one of urgent necessity, for
with all the talk of new realities, the old
and cherished myths hang on with dogged
persistence. Obscuring the real world in a
fog of tiresome rhetoric, they hobble the
mythmonger even more than a dogma-weary
public, and paralyze the vitally needed re-
assessment of a foreigh policy grown desper-
ate and irrelevant.

A STUDENT SPEAKS OUT ON WATER
POLLUTION

Mr. NELSON, Mr. President, Linda

Olson, a student at the James Madison~

Junior High School in Appleton, Wis.,
has written an imaginative and charming
essay dramatizing the water pollution
crisis now facing this Nation. I com-
mend Linda’s essay “Drippy the Rain
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Drop” to Senators and ask unanimous
consent that 1t be printed at this point
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the essay
was ordered to be printed in the RECORD,
as follows:

DRrIPPY THE RAIN DROP
(By Linda Olson)

This is the story of my life. I used to be
clean and nice, but now I'm dirty because
T fell into the river and got all dirty like the
other drips. They all told me that the water
was gettlng dirty because of Mr. Brown.

Mr. Brown owned a factory, and he dumped
all the mill’'s waste in the river. Then one
day he turned on his water to get a drink,
but it was all dirty.

So he went down to the water company
and sald, “Why is my water all dirty?” Then
the man at the company sald, “You just
make water dirty so why should we clean
your water for you?”

Then Mr. Brown said, “I will clean the
river if you will clean my water.,” The man
said, “It’s a deal.”

The very next day he cleaned the river
and now the river is clean, and all the drips
are, too. Now the sun comes out and gets
water, and I'm one of the drips that came
back up in the cloud.

ALASKAN NATIVE LEADERS SUP-
PORT SCHOOL INTEGRATION

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President on
Monday I spoke of the Bureau of Indian
Affairs policy of de facto segregation as
practiced in Alaska at the BIA-operated
schools. I spoke of the need of regional
high schools in Alaska’s outlying com-
munities so that our native youth might
have greater opportunities to attend
high schools closer to their homes. I
suggested that regional dormitories be
constructed by the Bureau of Indian
Affairs to house our native youth and in
conjunction with the dormitories, con-
struction of regional public high schools
so that the Indians and Eskimos of
Alaska could attend wholly integrated
schools.

In this morning’s mail, I received a
letter from Mr. Arthur L. Nicholson, the
mayor of Bethel, Alaska, which is one
of the outlying communities I spoke of
on Monday. Mayor Nicholson recently
wrote 50 village chiefs in Kuskokwim
and the lower Yukon area requesting
their views on the matter of native edu-
cation in Alaska, Mayor Nicholson
drafted a model resolution protesting
the expansion of the Bureau of Indian
Affairs high schools in Alaska and asked
the village chiefs and counsels to ex-
press their feelings.

Now, I do not agree with that portion
of Mayor Nicholson’s letter that opposes
expansion of the high school at Mount
Edgecumbe. I do not agree for the rea-
son that segregated facilities are better
than no facilities at all, and as we have
about 800 native children who are not
afforded the opportunity to attend
school anywhere, I strongly support this
expansion of the Mount Edgecumbe
facilities. This does not mean that I
support the idea that Mount Edge-
cumbe should remain a segregated
facility. Within a few city blocks of
the Mount Edgecumbe installation is
the complete public school system of
Sitka, These two school systems
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should be combined. These native
youth should aitend public school with
their contemporaries and nonnative
children should be admitted to Mount
tidgecumbe. It dees not make good
sense to operate two separate school
lacilities side by side when a combina-
tion of the two would provde integra-
lion of the school and greater utilization
of fnancial and professional resources
available. This resolution was sent out
lo the villages on February 3 and within
2 weeks, replies were received from 10
villages that had already approved the
resolution. This occurred in an area
where mail service is limited to weekly
or biweekly deliveries if the weather
permits any delivery at all. This action
by those village councils reinforces the
views I presented here on Monday.
‘hese villages and Mayor Nicholson
should be commended most highly for
their interest in the education of their
children and their desire to change the
system.

I ask unanimous consent that the
letter sent to me by Mayor Nicholson,
ithe letter Mayor Nicholson sent to the
village chiefs, the draft resolution and
the list of the village councils who have
approved the resolution, be printed in
the REcorp at the conclusion of my re-
marks.

‘I'here being no objection, the letter,
the draft resolution, and the list of
villages, with dates and names of
councilmen, were ordered to be print-
od in the REcorp, as follows:

CITY OF BETIIEL,
Itethel, Alaska, February 18, 1966,
ilon. ERNEST GRUNNING,
i7.S. Senale,
Washington, D.C.

DeAar SENATOR (GRUENING: In an effort to
wetermine the consensus of opinion among
the residents of the Kuskokwim and lower
Yukon area regarding BIA secondary schools
versus State-administered schools, the en-
closed memorandum was mailed on Febru-
ary 4, 1966, to 50 villages in this area along
with a suggested resolution.

Many of these villages consist of from 1 to
not more than 10 families and do not have a
village council. They were mailed copies
anyway to try to keep them informed.

We have received to this date resolutions
from 10 villages. We are enclosing a list
of the villages, date of approval, and coun-
cilmen who signed the resolution.

Very truly yours,
ARTHUR L. NICHOLSON,
Muoyor, Bethel, Alaska.

MEMORANDUM
from: Arthur T.. Nicholson, mayor, city of

Bethel.

To: All village chiefs—EKuskokwim and lower

Yukon areas.
siubject: Regional high school.

Dran Virtace Cruirr: The President’s budg-
ot just submitted to the Congress included
over §7 million for the BIA for the expan-
slon of the school at Mount Edgecumbe.

I do not believe this is what the native
peopte of Alaska want. Neither do I be-
lieve it is to their best interest. If this hap-
pens it means continuation of and expansion
ol ihe present policy of sending the young
people away from their homes and families
for their seconduary education.

[ believe that State regional high schools
tocated in the trade areas where these young
people have grown up would be much more
acceptable and would prepare them much
better for a productive and happy life.
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The city of Fairbanks is striving for the
location ot a regional high school there. I
believe this is an excellent idea if it is in-
tended for students from that general urea.
It would be a replacement for the BIA schools
and no doubt would offer better educational
opportunities in an integrated school. If it
is intended thuat it would serve the entire
State this would still require that many of
these students be taken away from their
homes and families.

I think it would be wise for all viilage
councils to express their feelings on this
matter to our State and Federal Governinent
officials without delay.

I am enclosing a copy of a resolution that
might be used to assist you. You may use
it as it is written or change it any way you
wish to express the views of the residents of
your village.

The State legislature and the U.S. Con-
gress are in session now and I encourage you
to make them aware of your feelings at the
earliest time possible. You may send copies
directly to these officials yourself or if you
wish you may send them to the city of
Bethel and we will send them on.

If we are to get a regional bigh school lo-
cated in this area, it means that we are all
going to have to work together. I would
appreciate any ideas you may have for devel-
opment in the area and would be huppy
to discuss them with you when you are in
Bethel.

Very truly yours,
ArTHUR 1., NICHOLSON,
Mayor.

A RESOLUTION PROTESTING THF EXPANSION OF
THE DBUREAU oOF INDIAN AFFAIRS HIGH
SCHOOLS AND REQUESTING THAT ADEQUATE
SECONDARY SCHOOLS BE PROVIDED BY THE
STATE
Whereas the Village Council of — ——,

being aware of the educational needs of its

young people, and

Whereas the only secondary schools open,
to our young people are located great dis-
tarices from their homes and families, and

Whereas to enroll into these schools in-
volves a move away from the young students’
home area bringing about a feeling of
strangeness which detracts from their aca-
demic accomplishment, and

Whereas the schools open are completely
segregated and not sufficient to the need,
eivher in enrollment or opportunity, and

Whereas the State of Alaska being re-
sponsible for the education of all its yeung
people: Be it therefore

Resolved by the Village Council of —-—m
That:

1. The U.8. congressional delegation from
the State of Aliska be requested to oppose
any further expansion of the BIA secondary
schools for Alaska students but rather that
any such funds be to the establishment of
State-operated schools.

2. The Governor of the State of Alaska
and our legislative representatives be ad-
vised of our feelings and requested to locate
a State regional high school at Bethel at the
earliest date possible for the benefit ot the
needy students of this area.

Approved this — day of —-——— 1966.

3

Council Presidernt,

“r
Councilmarn,

[—
Councilman,.

y
Councilman.

Councilman.

]
Councilman,

s
Councilman.
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Villages who have approved the State ad-
ministered school resolution:

February 8, 1966, Napakiak, councilmen:
James Willie, Robert Jimmy Ayagalria, Isanc
Paul, Jack Kernak, Fetz Andrew, Allen
Jimmy, secretary.

February 10, 1966, Kasigluk, councilmen:
Irvin Brink, Alexie Pavilla, Jr., Nick Martin,
Yaho Tinker, Nicholai Pavilla, Kilila Slim.

February 7, 1966, Kipnuk, councllimen:
Luke Amik, Paul R. Kurnya, Jimmy J.
Anoner, Carl Dock, Kay Sukoteuok, Yoku
Pavila, David Martin.

February 12, 1966, Crooked Creek, council-
men: Miskka Andreanoff, Evan Wassily,
Golga Sakar, Sr., Andrew Alexie, Onessia
Phillips.

February 11, 1966, Akaik, councilmen:
John Phillips, vice president; Frank Deman-
tle, Wassilie Evan.

February 11, 1966, Tuntululiak, council-
men: Willie M. Wasslie, John Enock, Katy
Green, assistant secretary; Peter Luxie, Paul
Andrew, Peter Miller.

February 10, 1966, Platinum, councilmen:
James Kassayulie, Robert R. Echuck, Willie
Echuck, Henry Williams, Henry Bavilla,
Moses Kilbuck.

February 8, 1963, Naspaskiak, councilmen:
Alexie K. Evon, Peter Clark, Teddy Clark,
Wasley Jones, Peter Pittuska, Zacharies
Steven, Nicholas Steven.

February 4, 1966, Kwigillingok, council-
men: Henry K. Evon, Tommy Phillip, Jesse
K. Igkurak, Evon Agean, Walter Wallen,
Frank M. Andrew, Joe Evon, Roland Phillip.

February 14, 1966, Kalskag, councilmen:
Joe McKindy, Willie Pitka, Moses Vaska, Nick
Passamika, Wassili Kameroff, Gulga Kame-
roff, George Ony.

THE 20TH ANNIVERSARY OF THE
EMPLOYMENT ACT OF 1946

Mr. McCARTHY. Mr. President, this
week marks the 20th anniversary of the
signing into law by President Harry
Truman of the Employment Act of 1946.

The significance of this law is not only
in the procedures it established but also
in its expression of the national con-
cern that those able and willing to work
should have an opportunity for employ-
ment.

The preamble
states:

The Congress declares that it is the con-
tinuing policy and responsibility of the Fed-
eral Government to use all practicable means
consistent with its needs and obligations
and other essential considerations of na-
tional policy, with the assistance and co-
operation of industry, agriculture, labor, and
State and local governments, to ccordinate
and utilize all its plans, functions, and re-
sources for the purpose of creating and main-
taining, in a manner calculated to foster and
promote free competitive enterprise and the
general welfare, conditions under which
there will be afforded useful employment
opportunities, including self-employment,
for those able, willing and seeking to work,
and to promote maximum employment, pro-
duction and purchasing power.

In this declaration of policy, the act
stated the responsibility of the Govern-
ment to review and cvaluate economic
developments, to analyze economic prob-
lems and to recommend methods and
procedures by which these problems
could be met.

The act established the Council of Ec-
onomic Advisers, in the executive branch,
and the Joint Kconomic Committee of
the Congress, and these groups over the
past 20 years have provided a contin-

of the act of 1946
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mons, a flerce and old-fashioned engage-
ment that thwarted an enemy attempt to
drive the Yanks off Guadalcanal and into
the sea. i

The Japanese lost 2 battleships, a cruiser,
2 destroyers, and 12 transports. Something
like 24,000 Japanese soldiers aboard the
transports were drowned. The United States
lost two light crulsers and six destroyers.

The tide of war turned against Japan
with the final conquest of Guadalcanal. At
this time, the commands of Admiral Nimitz
and General of the Army Douglas Mac-
Arthur were separated, with Nimitz con-
trolling land as well as sea forces in hils area
and MacArthur commanding sea and land
forces in the South Pacific.

A ROYAL WELCOME

The Joint Chiefs of Staff later reassigned
the commands, with MacArthur in charge of
all land forces and Nimitz directing sea forces
as the drive went forward that finally brought
Japan to her knees.

Admiral Nimitz was aboard the battleship
Missouri In Tokyo Bay on September 2,
1945, to witness the formal surrender of
Japan. He then returned to the United
states and on October 5 received from Wash-
ington the greatest welcome the Natlon’s
Capltal had given a returning Navy hero
since Adm. George Dewey came home after
his victory in Manila Bay. )

Addressing a joint session of Congress,
the tall, white-haired Nimitz talked about
the reasons for Japan’s defeat, saylng:

“Japan, a maritime nation dependent on
food and materials from overseas, Wwas
stripped of her seapower” while the Unlted
States “had the seapower which made 1t
possible to capture—and hold—the bases
within Japan’s system of inner defenses from
which our Army’s very long range bombers
and other aircraft operated.”

IHe urged Congress and his countrymen to
maintain the Nation’s seapower that ‘‘we
may continue to live as free men.”

“Seapower is our birthright,” he said in
another speech that year. “Without sea-
power we would not be the victors today.”

As a young officer, Admiral Nimitz spent
much of his career on submarines, and

throughout World War II his flag flew from °

the submarine Grayling at Pearl Harbor,
amidst the wreckage of ships bombed by the
Japanese, He hauled down his flag in glv-
ing up his command, and on December 16,
1945, succeeded Adm. Ernest J. King as Chief
of Naval Operations, an assignment that
lasted for 2 years.
HEADED SECURITY GROUP

In 1051, President Truman appointed Nim-
itz as Chairman of A Commission on Internal
Security and Individual Rights, an agency
that grew out of charges made by Senator
Joseph R. McCarthy, Republican, of Wiscon-
sin, about Communists in Government.

Admiral Nimitz also served for 8 years on
the board of regents of the University of Cali-
fornia, and acted as adviser on a motion pic-
ture of the life of Revolutionary Naval Hero
John Paul Jones,

Chester Willlam Nimitz was born in Fred-
ericksburg, Tex., on February 24, 1885, the
son-of Chester Bernhard and Anna (Henke)
Nimitz. His paternal great-grandparents,
Charles Heinrlich and Meta (Meirrotte) Nim-
1tz, came from Bremen, Germany, in 1843 and
settled in Charleston, S.C. They later moved
to Fredericksburg, a town was a large Ger-
man population situated near the present
site of President Lyndon B. Johnson’s ranch.

REARED IN TEXASB

The future admiral’s father died before
he was born, and he was reared by his grand-
father at Kerrville, Tex. As a youth, he
wanted to go to West Point, but went in-
stead to the U.8. Naval Academy. He was
graduated seventh in his class at Annapolls
in 1905, '

He was assigned to the U.8.8, Ohio, and.

sailed aboard her to the Far East, where
she became the flagship of the Aslatic Fleet.
In Sepltember 1008, he was transferred to
the U.S.8. Baltimore, and on January 31,
1907, he was commissioned as "an ensign.
His progression in rank thereafter was steady,
and he was promoted to rear admiral on
June 23, 1938.

In World War I, he was on submarine duty
as aide and later chief of staff to Adm. Sam-
uel 8. Robison, commanding the submarine
force of the Atlantic Fleet. Then in the post-
war years came a course of instruction at the
Naval War College in Newport, R.L., and var-
icus sea assignments.

in June 1939, Admiral Nimitz hecame
Chief of the Burcau of Navigation of the
Navy Department. He held this position
at the time of the attack on Pearl Harbor.
When President Franklin D. Roosevelt ap-
pointed him commander in chief of the Pa-
cific Fleet, he proceeded to Hawaii in the
greatest secrecy, in civilian clothes and under
an assumed name.

FIVE STARS 1IN 1944

The ranks of admiral of the fleet and of
general of the army, symbolized by five stars,
were authorized by Congress in December of
1944,

Admiral Nimitz was the last of the four
Navy men who achleved the rank. He was
preceded in death by the others—Admirals
King and Halsey and Adm. Wwilliam D. Leahy,
personal advicer to Presldents Roosevelt and
Truman.

Only two five-star generals remain of the
five who held that rank; Dwight D. Eisen-
hower and Omar Bradley. The others, now
dead, were Generals George C. Marshall,
Douglas MacArthur and H. . (Hap) Arnold,
who was In command of the wartime Army
Alr Corps, -

CONCLUSION OF MORNING
BUSINESS .
The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there
further morning business? If not, morn-
usiness is closed.

UPPLEMENTARY MILITARY AND
PROCUREMENT AUTHORIZATION,
FISCAL 1966

Mr. LONG of Louisiana. Mr. Presl-
dent, I ask unanimous consent that the
unfinished business be laid before the
Senate.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, the Chair lays before the Sen-
ate the unfinished business which is 8.
2791.

The Senate resumed the consideration
of the bill (8. 2791) to authorize appro-
priations during the fiscal year 1966 for
procurement of aireraft, missiles, naval
vessels, and tracked combat vehicles and
research, development, test, and evalua-
tion for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes.

Mr. MCINTYRE. Mr. President, I rise
to add my volce in support of this
authorization bill.

The bill is recommended unanimously
by the 17 members of the Committee on
Armed Services.

These 17 members probably have some
differences of opinion on whether we
should have become committed in South
Vietnam in the first instance and about
what we should do to bring about an
honorable end to the conflict there.

The reporting of this bill without dis-
gent is to me an indication that the com-
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mittee has looked upon it as a means of
supporting the members of our Armed
Forces and of making it possible for the
President to negotiate from strength.

If there are Senators who are thinking
of opposing this bill to record their dis-
pleasure with some aspect of the policies
being followed in Vietnam, I urge them
to consider how they would construe such
opposition if they were on active duty
in our Armed Forces and risking their
lives in combat in southeast Asia.

If there are some who are tempted to
vote “no’”’ in protest against a failure to
follow one course or another, I ask that
they contemplate how those hostile to us
would react to a substantial vote against
this bill.

I submit that in such an event our ad-
versaries are likely to be much more
obdurate in their refusal to talk peace.
If there is even a close vote, these ad-
versaries are much more likely to scorn
the diligent efforts of the President to
find a solution that maintains our na-
tional honor.

The procurement authorization in the
pending bill would support appropria-
tions to buy more aircraft, missiles and
tracked combat vehicles. Some of these
weapons are needed to replace losses al-
ready incurred and others are sought to
build our strength in case the Vietcong
give us no choice except to continue to
fight.

The research and development authori-
zation would support a more intense
effort to combat the new kind of malaria
our forces have encountered in Vietham.
Other research and development objec-
tives include more protective clothing,
transportable medical facilities, devices
to warn of the presence of a stealthy
enemy, better defensive fire for heli-
copters, adaptations of aircraft to con-
figurations useful in southeast Asia, and
improved weapons and ordnance for the
fleet.

The construction authorization would
facilitate the movement of troops and
supplies to southeast Asia and the un-
loading of weapons and equipment there,
and it would provide facilities for our
forces stationed in that area and the
weapons they must use.

I am convineed the President is relent-
lessly pursuing an objective of peace with
honor. If he succeeds, and we pray that
he may, it would be a simple matter to
stop the use of any funds authorized but
no longer needed for their original pur-
poses. But surely it is better to have the
military potential this bill provides and
not to need it than to need it and not
have it.

As the chairman has suggested, I hope
every Member of the Senate will con-
clude that this is a measure he can con-
scientiously support without compromis-
ing any convictions.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Mr. President,
it is my intention to vote in favor of
8. 2791, the bill authorizing supplemental
military approvriations for fiscal year
1966. Approximately one-third of the
amount of the funds provided in the bill
has already been spent by reason of the
econflict in Vietnam., However, my vote
will not be a vote approving the present
policy of committing hundreds of thou-
sands. of our boys to the war in Vietnam,

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2



-
ks

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2

February 23, 1966

the high mountain country around Spruce
Knob and Spruce Mountain, with beautiful
ind  extensive sccnic views; the highly
seenic sidewalls of the two maln streams;
the long vistas of North Mountain, Cave
Mountain and other of the high ridges,
which appeal to hikers, hunters and sight-
3PErS.

Abundant wildlife roams the forests and
mountains. Therc are iImpressive geologic
ormations such as the spires of Seneca
ivocks, rising 1,000 feet, above the valley floor,
alzo Blue Rock, Castle Rock and Engle Rock,
Il popular with mountain climbers,

included are the intriguing Smoke Holes,
over which a smoky haze hangs, and Seneca
Laverns.  lkxtensive opportunities exist for
camping, picnicking, rock hounding and cave
exploration.

I the envisioned-—and controversial-—dam
iz built at Royal Glen on the South Branch,
cust below its confluence with the North
Fork of the South Branch, it will create a
2.800-acre reservoir on which, dam partisans
sy, boating would be permitted.

in addition to serving recreational needs,
development of the area will provide new
jobs and business opportunities in a section
of high unemployment.

13y 1970, the Forest Service estimates, an-
nual recreational use of the area will amount
to 1 million visitor-days and will provide
an annual income of from $6.5 to $10 million
Tor a part of distressed Appalachia,

2 D5 i

DEATH OF ADM. CHESTER WILLIAM
NIMITZ

Mr. MURPHY. Mr. President, I know
ull in this Chamber were saddened over
the death of Adm. Chester William
Wimitz, Having had the pleasure of be-
ing in charge of some of this Nation’s
cntertainment activities during World
War II, I had the opportunity of becom-
ing acquainted with this great man.
During our visits %o the Pacific, he could
1ot have been more oracious and courte-
«11s despite the demands upon his time
and the pressures of the war.

Mr. President, Admiral Nimitz' feats
will certainly be enshrined in the annals
cf naval and American history. Given
the awesome task of rebuilding our fleet
fullowing the devastating attack by the
Jupanese at Pearl Harbor. he fired our
men with new courage and took the steps
necessary  to  assemble the greatest
armada under one flag in, history. The
rest, 1s, although sounding legendary,
Listory.

The battles of the Coral Sea, Midway,
and Guadalcanal come readily to mind.
I was this last engagement that turned
tae tide of war against Japan, and, of
course, led to the surrender of Japan on
tiic battleship, Missouri, on September 2,
1945,  Admiral Nimitz rightfully partici-
paled in that, cererony.

Mr. President, upon returning to this
suntry, Admiral Nimitz was given a tre-
mendous welcome and invited to address
Congress. In this address, he pointed
ot the importance of seapower in his-
tory and, of course, these words cer-
luinly have great significance today.
Following the war, the five-star admiral
was called upon to serve in various posi-
tions of responsibility in the Government,
aind also served 8 vears on the board of
recents of the University of California.
Interestingly enough, he also acted as an
adviser on the motion picture portray-
ing the life of our #reat naval hero, John

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

Paul Jones. Certainly, Mr. President,
Admiral Nimitz carried on in the finest
traditions of our country and the Navy.
His life, like that of John Paul Jones,
will serve to inspire countless midship-
men as they continue in the great tracdi-
tion of the Naval Academy, which Ad-
miral Nimitz loved so dearly.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous cen-
sent that an editorial from the Los An-
geles Times anc an article from the
Washington Post commending Admiral
Nimitz be printed in the Rrcorp.

There being no objection, the editorial
was ordered to e printed in the Recouwn,
as follows:

[T'rom the Los Angeles (Calif.) Times,

Feb. 22, 1966]

THE WISE LEGACY OF ADMIRAL NIMIr:

Serenely. with the dignity that marked
his life, Flect Adin. Chester W. Nimitz died
Suncay at his home on the naval reservation
on Yerba Buena Island, in San Francisco
Bay.

Here was a man, an intellect, a militury
leader, who led the mightiest fighting flcet
ever known—and ruled an area greater than
ever entrusted to any one commander.

Admiral Nimitz, a submariner, supervised
the Pacific underseas forces that brought
Japan to its logistic knees in World War II,
many months hefore the atom bomb admin-
istered the coup de grace. He also directed
the buildup of an array of land and sea-
based airpower that wiped out the enemy’s
fleets, and completed the devastation of its
homeland.,

This soft-spoken, introspeciive officeor,
therefore, presided over the vast engines of
destruction of whas mankind hopes was ihe
last of the total wars. (One more global
conflict, of course, would indeed be the lasi.)

Now that Admiral Nimitz has departed, at
80, {0 the special Valhalla reserved for cur
national heroes, it might be well to ponder
his legacy. To the day of his death, he was
an abiding believer in seapower. But he
realized, and often saild, that seapower must
meet; the changing strategic needs of our
times.

For example, the major element of today's
Pacific Fleet stands guard off southeaest Asia.
Modernized, mobile, it is our reliable back-
up for Vietnam land operations. Its cora-
mitment ranges from pole to peole. And it
boasts the first nuclear-driven vesscls
ordered for the Navy, including the superb
carrier Enterprise.

We have 56 nuclear submarines at sea
Polaris-armed submarines rim the world’s
continents.

Our Navy insures that supply lines w:ll
remain open between U.S. coastal ports and
areas of conilict, large or small, actual or
impending.

There is a continuing need to keep the
fleet modern, however, despite the exicl-
ence of missiles and rockets. As Repre-
sentative CHET HOLIFIELD, Democrat, of
Montebello, chairmen of the Joint Commii-
tee on Atomic Energy, has said: “We must
be alert to assure that the reluctance of tihe
Defense Department to invest in surface
warships does not let our Navy lapse inio
obsolescence. We must build modern war-
ships for our future Navy—warships with the
proven advantages of nuclear propulsion.”
[From the Washington (D.C.) Post, Feb.

21, 1966]
ApM. CHESTER NIMITZ, 80, DIEs—LED HISTORY 's
GREATEST FLEET
{By Edward T. Folliard)

Flect Adm. Chester William Nimitz, the last
of America’s five-star sailors who distin-
guished themselves in World War II, died
yesterday at his home on Yerba Buena Island,
near San Francisco. He was 80.
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A Navy spokesman said Admiral Nimitz,
who had suffered a cerebral hemorrhage Jan-
uary 3 and was hospitalized for 2 weeks after-
ward, died of “complications following a
stroke.”

He had undergone back surgery Novemhber
9, 1964, and was in Oak Knoll Naval Hospital
in Oakland, Calif., for a checkup when he
suffered the stroke. President Johnson sent
him a telegram at that time praising his
“indomitable spirit that gave us hope 20
years ago.”

A graveside service and burial with military
honors are scheduled for Thursday afternoon
at Golden Gate Cemetery in nearby San
Bruno.

In World War IT Admiral Nimitz had under
his command the greatest armada under one
flag in history—6,256 ships of all types, and
14,847 combat aircraft. Besides the hundreds
of thousands of officers and enlisted men
needed to operate and maintain this great
force, he had under his command six di-
visions of U.S. marines.

But this was in August 1945, at the time
of Japan’s surrender in Tokyo Bay.

When Admiral Nimitz was assighed ns
commander in chief, Pacific Fleet, on Dec-
cember 17, 1941, the large part of America’s
seapower was a shambles. Ten days before
this, Japanese bombers had attacked Pearl
Harbor and sunk 18 ships, including 8
battleships—all of the heavyweights that
the Unifed States had in the Pacific.

Admiral Nimitz succeeded Adm. Hus-
band Kimmel, who was relieved of his
Pacific command after the Japanese attack.
It was a painful duty for Nimitz since Kim-
mel was an old and close friend.

“It might have happened to me,” he told
the heartbroken Kimmel.

Admiral Nimitz had a formidable job on
his hands. He not only had to prevent the
Japanese from taking advantage of their
Pearl Harbor strike, but also to rob them of
the initiative and go on the offensive.
Fortunately, his alrcraft ecarriers were at
sea when the bombs fell on December 7.

“I have just assumed a great responsibility
which I shall do my utmost to discharge,"” he
said on taking command.

He began to make good on that pledge in
a spectacular way on May 4, 1942, when
American and Japanese forces clashed in the
Battle of the Coral Sea. The engagement
lasted 5 days, and the consequence was that
the Japanese were frustrated in an attempt
to bring off a seaborne invasion of Port
Moresby, New Guinea.

The Battle of the Coral Sea was fought
entirely by naval air forces; at no time was
there contact hetween surface ships, which
got into the action only to the extent of fir-
ing their antiaircraft guns. The United
States lost the aircraft carrier Lexington in
the fighting, but the threat to Australia and
New Zealand had been eliminated for the
time being.

A month later, June 4 to 6, came the Bat-
tle of Midway in which American carrier
planes sank four of Japan’s finest and largest
carriers and a heavy cruiser. An estimated
4,800 Japanese were killed or drowned.

This battle ended Japan’s hopes of taking
the Hawaiian Islands, and was a turning
point in the war. Some time later, Admiral
Nimitz said that after the Coral Sea and
Midway victories, it “just became a ques-
tion of time.”

JUDGED CORRECTLY

Naval historians always have considered
the Battle of Midway a great test of Admiral
Nimitz’s nerve and judgment. In ordering
Adm. William F. Halsey to take his task
force to the waters near Midway Island, he
was risking a Japanese attack in some other
area—but he had judged correctly that the
enemy would strike toward the Central
Pacific, and was waliting for him.

In mid-November of 1942, the Americans
met the Japanese in the Battle of the Solo-
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As a member of the Committee on
Armed Services, I asked the Secretary of
Defense, Mr. McNamara, when he was
before our committee urging that we
report the bill:

Do you care to make & statement about
how you personally, as Secretary of Defense,
would regard this, whether you would re-
gard this as congressional approval of further
escalation of our fighting in South Vietnam?

To my question, Secretary McNamara,
responded:

Unless the legislation is drawn differently
than the present draft or unless the legisla-
tive situation develops differently than I
believe it will, I would not believe this par-
ticular actlon of Congress would affect the
question of escalation. I would not consider
that the Congress in this action has ex-
pressed its will one way or the other, either
in favor of or in opposition to escalation.

Also, the distinguished senior Senator
from Georgia [Mr. Russert], the highly
respected chairman of the Committee on
Armed Services, stated that a vote in
favor of the pending bill is not a vote in
favor of escalating or expanding the
conflict in Vietnam but is merely a vote
to authorize funds for our men serving
in Vietnam, and that some of that
amount has already been spent.

Many thousands of the finest young
men who have ever served in our Armed
Forces anywhere are now serving in
Vietnam. I spent from September.28 to
October 19, 1965, in southeast Asia. I
visited every area of South Vietnam, in-
cluding every Air Force base. I spoke
with many GI’s from my State of Ohio.
With deep sadness, I have written to
the mothers, fathers, and wives of a
number of these boys from Ohio who
were later killed in Vietnam,

Mr. President, those men did not ask
to be sent overseas. Many of them have
been killed or wounded or have been af-
ficted with malaria in its most virulent
form., They have been exposed to other
tropical diseases against which we
Americans seem to have little or no im-
munity. They did not go over there of
their free will. Therefore, we owe them
the duty, so long as they are there, to
provide them with the utmost support.
That is the least we can do for those
yvoung men who are committed by this
administration to conflict. It is better
to provide those young men with more
than they need rather than with less.
So, of course I support measures for
their welfare while they are involved in
the fighting.

At the same time, I repudiate any sug-
gestion that Americans in Congress and
out of Congress have no reason to be
critical of the policies of President John-~
son and the militarists who seem to have
had the President’s ear to a far greater
degree than they had with his immediate
predecessors in the White House. I re-
pudiate any suggestion that we lack
patrotism.

By the way, a centutry and a quarter
ago, a Member of the House of Repre-
sentatives, Abraham Lincoln, of Illinois,
strongly and vehemently opposed a dec~
laration of war by our Government
against the Republic of Mexico.

His was the leading voice in Congress
at that time against the Mexican War.
Lincoln was villified and denounced by
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the flag wavers in the House of Repre-
sentatives who questioned his patriotism.
Time and events have proved his great-
ness.

Last week, at Atlanta, Ga., Secretary
of State Rusk made another “warhawk”
speech. He announced that neither in-
ternational opinion nor dissension at
home would cause the United States to
halt its present policy in Vietnam. He
told those who attended the meeting that
the United States has a commitment in
Vietnam, a commitment sighed by three
Presidents. It is evident that he referred
to Presidents Eisenhower, Kennedy, and
Johnson. But it has been stated many
times in this Chamber, and can readily
be proved, that President Eisenhower
made no commitment whatever to in-
volve our forces in combat overseas. On
the day he left the White House, the
United States had only 685 military ad-
visers in Vietham. He distinctly stated,
time and again, that it was the responsi-
bility of the Government of South Viet-
nam to prosecute the war there.

Our initial commitment to South Viet-

‘nam made by President Eisenhower in

1954 in a letter to the President of South
Vietnam stated:

I am instructing the American Ambassador
* * % o examine with you * * * how an
intelligent program of American aid * * *
can scrve to assist Vietnam in its present
hour of trial.

He added:

The purpose of this offer is to assist the
Government of Vietham in developing and
maintaining a strong, viable state capable
of reslsting attempted subversion or aggres-
sion through military means. * * * The
U.S. Government hopes that such aid, com-
bined with your own continuing efforts, will
contribute effectively toward an independent
Vietnam endowed with a strong government.

Can anyone claim that Prime Minister
Ky of South Vietnam, who himself was
born and reared in Hanoi, heads a strong,
viable state? He claims to control only
700 of 2,600 villages in South Vietnam.,
He could not remain in power 1 month
except for the operations of our Central
Intelligence Agency and the support of
our Armed Forces.

Tt is historieally incorrect to state that
the United States was committed to com-
bat in Vietnam by President Kennedy
who said:

Transforming Vietnam into a Western
redoubt is ridiculous.

Also, shortly before his assassination,
our late great President, John F. Ken-
nedy, said:

I don’t think that unless a greater effort
1s made by the Government [of South Viet-
nam] to win popular support that the war
can be won out there. In the final analysis,
it is their war. They are the ones who have
to win 1t or lose it. We can help them, we
can glve them equipment, we can send our
men out there as advisers, but they have
to win it—the people of Vietham—against
the Communists. : ¢

We are prepared to continue to assist them,
but I don’t think that the war can be won
unless the people support the effort and,
in my opinion, in the last 2 months the
Government had gotten out of touch with
the people.

There is no commitment whatever
there. BSecretary of State Dean Rusk
is not being entirely truthful with the
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American people when he states that
there is such a commitment, -

It occurs to me that I would sleep
better at night if Dean Rusk were not the
Secretary of State of the United States.
I am perhaps paraphrasing the state-
ment of Jack Valenti, special assistant
to the President, a dedicated public
servant and a very fine man, in a speech.
he made not long ago when I say that
frankly, I would sleep better tonight and
every night, if someone else were Secre-
tary of State. I am sure that many
thousands of American parents of the
more than 210,000 boys presently in the
poisonous jungles and rice paddies of
Vietnam—a nation that is of no strategic
importance whatever to the defense of
the United States—would sleep better at
night if some outstanding American
civilian leader were Secretary of State,
rather than Dean Rusk, who is the lead-
ing war hawk in the President’s Cabinet.

Recently Secretary Rusk was asked:

In connection with any conference for a
cense-fire or an armistice in Vietnam, would
you be agreeable to permitting representa-
tives of the Vietcong to sit at the conference
table?

Dean Rusk said:
I would have to consider that.

He refused to answer that question.
He has stated on other occasions that he
would be opposed to such a course of
action. Yet our President in recent ad-
dresses has represented to the American
people that he, in the quest for peace,
will go anywhere and meet with anyone.

Every knowledgeable person in the
United States knows that there can be
no cease-fire or armistice in Vietnam un-
less the representatives of the Vietcong
or National Liberation Front, so called,
are included as delegates at that
conference. .

They should be included not as part
of the Hanoi delegation but as independ-
ent delegates.

I would sleep better at night if we had
some outstanding American appointed
by our President as Secretary of State,
after the President wrote a “Dear Dean”
letter to eliminate this warhawk Secre-

- tary of State from his Cabinet.

I can name three outstanding Ameri-
cans. I realize thot it is perhaps ef-
frontery for a humble Member of the
legislative branch of the Government to
make such a suggestion to our President.

There are many outstanding Ameri-
can civilian leaders, men of achievement,
any one of whom would make a great
Secretary of State.

Averell Harriman would certainly be
an excellent and outstanding Secretary
of State. It is well known that three
Presidents, President Truman, President
Eisenhower, and the late great President
John F. Kennedy, tried to secure a lim-
ited nuclear test ban treaty. We failed
to accomplish this until the matter was
placed under the leadership of Averell
Harriman. There has been no violation
of that limited nuclear test ban treaty
which was achieved by this great civilian
leader, former Governor, man of attain-
ment, and presently roving Ambassador
at Large of the United States.

Another great American civilian leader
who would have the respect of our coun-
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try if he were Secretary of State would
be the former Associate Justice of the
Supreme Court, Ambassador Arthur
Goldbersg.

Mr. President, there are a number of
U5, Senators whose life achievements
and outstanding patriotism are so un-
questioned that there is no doubt but
Ihat they would make fine Secretaries of
State. One such U.S. Senator whose
name oceurs to me is the senior Senator
[rom Georgia | Mr. RussgLL], chairman
ol the Armed Services Committee.

Secretary of State Rusk has said re-
neatedly—and I have heard him say it
s0 many times I feel like telling him it
is time to ston playing his worn-out
record

Il the neighbors to ths North will stop
thelr ageression in South Vietnam, then im-
mediately we will withdraw our Armed Forces
irom South Vietrnam.

f saw an officers’ club being erected at
Cam Ranh Bay. Tt seems to me that the
club now being constructed would last, in
perpetuity. Woe are building permanent
bases at Cam Ranh Bay and elsewhere
in Vietham and others in Thailand. It
anpears that we intend to be there for a
long time.

Mr. President, after 1 or 2 weeks in
southeast Asia. what I observed there
caused me to change my mind about
many things.

ror example, I learned firsthand that
the forces of the National Liberation
i"ront, which is the official Vietcong or-
zanization in South Vietnam, were not
infiltrators from the north, and that the
hulk of them were not Communists.
‘I'ne NLF has representatives in various
Asiatic, African, and European capitals.

Secretary Rusk. however, evades the
fuestion as to whether they should sit in
a conference. Instead, his areument is
that Hanoi represents the Vietcong, be-
sause of the close ties between the Viet-
cong and Hanol.

Mr. Presideni. our American Revolu-
tionary War could properly be termed a
national war of liberation. According to
Secretary of State Dean Rusk, George
Washington, when he crossed the Dela-
ware River with his forces on Christmas
night, was guilty of making a sneak at-
tack. In almost every public speech our
warhawk Secretary of State has made,
that I have read, he refers to ‘“sneak
attack”—“the sneak attack at Pleiku,”
and sneak attacks elsewhere by the Viet-
cong,

Well, on Christmas night, in the dark-
ness, Gen. George Washington took his
little force across the Delaware River.
We Americans do not consider that he
made a sheak attack when he attacked
the Hessians at Trenton, killed their
leader, Colonel Rall, and captured 2,000
of them. We Americans consider that a
sreat victory, and a turning point of the
revolution.

I have suggested that I would sleep
better at night if any one of three out-
standing civilians in our country were
eeretary of State instead of Dean Rusk.
! sce before me Senators whom I would
lite to see in that capacity.

Orne is the distinguished chairman of
ihie Armed Services Committee, the
Senator from Georgia |Mr, RusseLLl,

to whom I adverted a few moments ago,
and whom I hold in highest admiration.
But, of course, he has a sure and certain
scat in the U.S. Senate. He is the
greatest vote getter in the South. I
happened to be in a delegation to a Dem-
ocratic National Convention from my
State of Ohio that cast some votes for
kim for nominee for Presdent of the
United States some years ago. I know
that his work is too important and he is
too highly resnected and honored by his
Senate colleazues to consider leaving the
Senate to serve as Secretary of State:
but I am merely naming bim as one of
three distinguished Americans who, I
fesl, would have the confidence of the
American preople.

Secretary of State Rusk stated that
the National Liberation Front was not
duly elected by anyone in South Viet-
nam. Was Prime Minister Ky, this
flamboyant air marshal, o called, of
the Saigon government of Scuth Vietnam
elected? He was made Prime Minister
by 10 generals who overthrew the civil-
ian authority in the Saigon government,
ard he has been in power since, bolstered
ur, of course, by ocur CIA and by the
Armed Forces of the United States.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, would
the Senator from Ohio mind yielding to
me?

Mr. YOUNG of Qhio. I vield.

Mr. MORSE. I hesitate to interrupt
the Senator. I think he knows that he
is one of the great sources of inspiration
to the senior Senator from Oregon, and
has been for a long, long time, partic-
ularly in connection with the views of
the Senator from Ohio on foreign pulicy.
I have said out of his presence, and I say
how in his presence, that he. the Serator
from Alaska | Mr. GRUENING],*whem I
see on the floor, and certain other Sen-
ators, have been my leaders in this field.

T was particularly intercsted in the
Senator's comments about the position
that the Secretary of State has taken in
regard to the foreign policy of the United
States in South Vietnam.

Does the Senator from Ohio share my
interpretation of the policies of the Sec-
retary of State in connection with his
testimony the other day, when he pointed
out that we have some 40 security pact
cemmitments around the world, and does
he share my understanding, subject to
further clarification by the Secretary of
State, that he would have us move in
with American troops to enforce those
security pacts if, in any of those under-
developed areas of the world, a civil war
breaks out, there Is some challenge to an
existing government, and we decide to
support that existing government? Dioes
the Senator share my view that appar-
ently the Secretary of State’s doctrine, as
Mr. Reston referred to it the other day
as the “Rusk doctrine,” means that the
pecple of our country can look forward
fto the commitment of thousands of
Armcerican boys dying all around the
world in case an issue is raised under any
of those security pacts.

Mr. YOUNG of ©Ohio. I share the
Senator’s apprehension. 1 share his
views. That is precisely the import of

the Rusk doctrine which draws no dis-
tinction whatsoever between powerful,

Iy
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industrial democratic states in Europe,
and weak, underdeveloped, undemocratic
states in Asia.

Mr. MORSE. The Senator will reeall
that the Secretary of State relies heavily
upon the so-called Tonkin Bay resolu-
tion of August 1964. The Senator will
recall that I asked the Secretary of State
if he thought the vote would have keen
the same in the Senate had the Scnate
known that instead of having 20.000
troops there at the time of that resolu-
tion, we would have 205,000 in South
Vietnam today plus an additional many
thousands, making a total of some 305,-
000, if we count the Navy personnel now
in the waters of that area, and the troops
we have in Thailand and other surround-
ing areas.

Dees not the Senator share nmy view-
point that if the Senate knew at that
time, in the course of 18 months, that we
would have in the neighborhood of 300,-
000 American boys there, risking their
lives in support of what the Senator has
referred to as the South Vietnamese
Government which is not even covered
by the Geneva accords, that the vote
might have been different?

Mr. YOUNG cf Ohio. I agree witi: the
Senator from Oregon.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr. President, will
the Senator from Ohio yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. I am glad to
vield to the Senator from Alaska.

Mr, GRUENING. In connection with
the kind words of the Scnator from Chio
concerning the Senator from Gceorgia
IMr. RusseLL], that he was part of an
Ohio delegation which once voted for the
Senator from Georgia for President, I
would add that if the Senator from
Georgia had been Secretary of Stalce or
President at that time, we would not
now be in the mess we are in southeast
Asia today, because he opposed our mili-
tary commitment. However, he may f cel,
having been committed, that we would
have to go ahead; but, at that time, he
was utterly opposed and so stated on the
floor of the Senate. The Senator from
Georgia therefore deserves the congratu-
lations and thanks of all of us for the
stand which he would have exercised,
had he been in power to do so.

Mr. RUSSELL of Georgia. Mr. Pres-
ident, I hope the Senator will permit me
to express my humble thanks and deep

appreciation for the very complimentary .

statements made about me.

It is true that I did strongly oppose
becoming involved in Vietnam, even in a
limited war, at the outset.

However, after we became involved, T
must say in all candor that my views
are completely different from those of the
Senator from Ohio and the Senator from
Alaska as to how we could extricate
ourselves.

I am lovking for someone to come for-
ward with a magic formula to permit us
to get out of this situation with honor.

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. Of course, I had
knowledge of the views of the Senator
from Georgia regarding our initial in-
volvement in Vietnam. :

As a student of history, I know that at
the time John Foster Dulles and Presi-
dent Eisenhower had come to a meeting
of the minds that we would send in cur
paratroopers and airplanes to the rescue
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of Dienbienphu, ttying to make a last
minute effort to save the French colonial
empire, the Senator from Georgia’s
strong views against that operation pre-
vailed. His strong views also had im-
portant backers in Europe among our
allies. Anthony Eden, then Foreign
Minister of Great Britain, and Winston
Churchill, Prime Minister, manifested a
feeling of outrage that we would even
think of sending in our Armed Forces at
that time.

We refused to sign the Geneva accords
in 1954 which provided that there would
be an election in Vietham—not in South
Vietnam or in North Vietnam, but in
Vietnam—and, it was agreed in that
agreement that the line of the 17th
parallel was not a boundary which sepa-
rated the country but was an artificial
demarcation line. The Geneva accords
provided for a free clection in Vietnam.
Then, after the CIA and others got
through, it was called off and that free
election was never held,

President Eisenhower, in his memoirs
stated that had the election been held
in accordance with the Geneva accords,
then, in his opinion, Ho Chi Minh would
have received 80 percent of the vote.

Mr. President, recently, an argument
has been advanced in the Senate and
elsewhere which has no validity what-
ever I bhelieve, and this is another of the
straws at which Secretary of State Dean
Rusk has clutched.

He refers to the SEATO treaty which
this Nation entered into in 1954. The
SEATO collective defense treaty was
signed by eight nations. We signed.
Australia and New Zealand were signers.
Australia has sent 850 combat troops to
our aid in Vietnam. New Zealand has
sent a token force of 200 men.

Pakistan, the Philippines, Thailand,
France, and Great Britain, also signed
that agreement, but not one of them has
sent a combat soldier to our aid. The
nations who are closest to the scene of
the trouble and would have the most to
fear if there were real aggression to face,
have not sent in one soldier.

Pakistan has refused and is unfriendly
toward us.

In the Republic of the Philippines re-~
cently, there were demonstrations
against us. To date, they have not sent
in any soldiers.

The Kingdom of Thailand has not
sent one soldier to our aid.

From Great Britain, none.

From France, none—nothing except
hostility toward us.

This treaty provides that “each party
recognizes that aggression by means of
armed attack in the treaty area against
any of the parties, or against any state
or territory which the parties by unani-
mous agreement may hereafter desig-
nate, would endanger its own peace and
safety.”

Mr. President, it is noteworthy to
mention that Vietnam is not a party to
this treaty. It is also noteworthy to
mention in passing that there have been
no unanimous agreements entered into
pursuant to the provisions of this
treaty. It is noteworthy to mention
that the SEATO Treaty has never been
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invoked with vreference to Vietnam.
This is an argument which just has no
validity whatever.

Here we are, the most powerful
nation in the world, a nation whose Navy
is greater and has more firepower than
the navies of all the other nations of the
world combined, an Air Force that is su-
perior to that of all other nations com-
bined; and yet there are some misguided
people who seem to fecl that Saigon is
necessary to the defense of Seattle. Very
definitely, Vietnam is of no strategic im-
portance to the defense of the United
States.

Mr. President, let us try to be opti-
mistie. Let us hope that reason will pre-
vail instead of the pronouncements of the
warhawks such as Dean Rusk. Leb us
hope that there may be a conference
and a cease-fire or armistice worked
out, whether it is done under the aus-
pices of the United Nations, the Inter-
national Control Commission, or a recon-
vened Gencva Conference. Of course,
should there eventually be a free election
in Vietnam under the supervision of one
of these organizations, then we must
abide by the results.

When I was in Asia, there were anti-
American riots raging in Japan, where
we have spent $6 billion of American
taxpayers’ money building up that
nation, and where there are riow 250,000
men in her armed forces.
rioting against us. They are telling the
world through their newspapers that
the United States is the only nation in
the world that used the atomic bomb in
warfare, and that it did not use it
against the Germans, but used it
against the yellow race.

This is the kind of trouble we are in
in Asia, because of the belligerence and
the thoughtless attitudes of men like
Secretary of State Dean Rusk.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. YOUNG of Ohio. I yield. I yield
the floor.

Mr. MORSE. I thank the Senator
from Ohio. The courageous voice of the
Senator from Ohio has been raised once
again, as he had raised it before, against
the mistaken course of action of our
country in southeast Asia.

T said earlier he is a source of inspira-
tion to me. This speech will be studied
by American students of history after he
and I have long left the scene; but it is
appropriate today that his voice be raised
again, because there are thunderous at-
tempts being made, and being applied to
the Senator from Ohio, the Senator from
Alaska, the Senator from Oregon, and
the rest of us who are protesting this ex-
ecutive war of the United States in
southeast Asia, which in our opinion, is
against the public interest of this coun-
try, to deny the American people our side
of the case.

But with fearless men such as the Sen-
ator from Ohio speaking out on this sub-
ject, I think many people are going to
come to realize there is another side, and
that the propaganda and pressure of the
Johnson administration will not succeed
in denying to the American people the
::sha,nce to hear the other side on this

sue.

They are’
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I want to thank the Senator from Ohio
for his courage. I want to thank him for
his comments, with which I associate
myself. In my opinion, he has per-
formed a service for this Republic by this
fearless speech.

" Mr. YOUNG of Ohio.
Senatoy.

Mr. THURMOND. Mr. President, I
support S. 2791 as reported by the Com-
mittee on Armed Services, and I regret
the delay which has attended the passage
of this vital measure.

Although I attended and participated
in all of the hearings on S. 2791 held by
the Armed Services Committee, it had
not been my original intention to speak
on the floor of the Senate with regard to
the bill. Time is an important factor in
connection with this authorization, and
I shall have more to say on this during
this address. The report of the commit-
tee on the bill is adequate and self-ex-
planatory, and, as I had anticipated, the
distinguished chairman of the Armed
Services Committee of the Senate has
ably managed this measure which the
committec has recommended for pas-

I thank the

- sage without dissent.

In view of the course and tenor of the
debate in the Senate since this measure
was made the pending business, how-
ever, I feel compelled to comment not
only on the bill itself, but also, and par-
ticularly, on some of the matters raised
in the debate.

Mr. President, 8. 2791 is a military
authorization bill. It is not a foreign
policy declaration. It is desighed to meet
urgent needs of our Defense Establish-
ment. It is necessitated because the reg-
ular military authorization legislation
for fiscal year 1966 proved to be inade-
quate, and, indeed, was acknowledged
to be inadeguate at the time it was acted
upon by the Congress. It was well known
at the time the regular military author-
ization for fiscal year 1966 was before the
Congress last year that a very substan-
tial supplemental authorization and ap-
propriation would be necessary in the
early part of this second session.

The authorizations in 8. 2791 are for
fiscal year 1986, of which there are now
only slighty more than 4 months remain-
ing. Even after the authorization before
us is passed, implementation cannot be
accomplished until the supplemental ap-
propriation is considered and passed also.

In short, time is of the essence.

In truth, the only relevant issue raised
by S. 2791 is its adequacy. As the dis-
tinguished chairman of the Preparedness
Investigating Subcommittee has pointed
out frequently in recent months, the sub-
committee has found evidence that raises
serious Yuestions as to the sufficiency of
military authorizations and appropria-
tion requests in years prior to our Viet-
nam buildup, for the attainment and
maintenance of Army modernizations
and readiness at the level then requircd
by our commitments. This situation
has been accentuated, to say the least, by
the substantial increase in our force com-
mitments in southeast Asia.

Even when the situation in southeast
Asia required only a token commitment
of U.S. defense forces, we deemed it es-
sential to maintain within the United

Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2



Approved For Release 2005/06/29 : CIA-RDP67B00446R000400030003-2 *

3726

»states and in other areas of the world a
very substantial Defense Establishment.
The escalation of the war in Vietnam
has in no way obviated the necessity for
maintaining these forces at the same
Invel, over and above that portion of our
Defense Establisiiment preoccupied with
ihe war in southeast Asia.

Mot only is it necessary to provide in
full measure the material required by
anr fighting men in southeast Asia, but
il is also necessary that the material di-
verted and withdrawn from stocks and
from units not committed to Vietnam be
ruplaced. It is also necessary to prepare
srainst the contingency that the war in
southeast Asia will escalate further. It
i weil to hove for the best, but the only
zafe course is to prepare for the worst.

As the hearings on S. 2791 reveal, pro-
duction of military material has been
increased in some areas, and will be in-
creased in other areas as a consequence
ol this suthorization and the supple-
mental appropriation to follow. There
i3 a serious queslion, however, as to
whether our production base has been
and is being broadened by the opening
of additional production lines and al-
ternate sources of procurement to the
extent which probable future contin-
seneies now appear to make prudent.

In this connection, Mr. President, I ask
unanimous consent, that a relevant news
article wrilten by Mr. Hanson Baldwin.
mmtitled “U.S. Combat Forces Spread
i'nin,” which appeared in the New York
Times of February 21, 1966, be printed
in the REcorD at the conclusion of my
romarks.

The PREESIDING OFFICER. Without
uhiection, it is so ordered.

(See exhibit 1.

Mr. THURMOND. Mryr. President, I
am of the opinion, based on the cvidence
which is available, that there have been
serious shortcomings in our prepared-
ness efforts in recent years which bear
rnaterially on our capability to meet our
commitments in Vietnam and worldwide.
i am also convineed that unless these
shortcomings arc corrected more rapid-
ly and with a more acute appreciation of
thie peril caused by them than has been
cvidenced to date, we are likely to suf-
fer substantially as a result.

Despite the relevancy of the issue of
Lhe adequacy of this military authoriza-
tion bill, I do not believe that it is appro-
priate to debate this matter in any detail
on the Senate floor in connection with
the bill. Any such debate, if it were
meaningful, wouid necessitate the dis-
cussion of specitics, the revelation of
which might well, and probably would, be
ol value and assistance to the enemy.

50 much for the issues which are rele-
vant to the bill under consideration.

There are many issues connected with
the situation in Vietnam, which although
not relevant fo this bill, are on the minds
and hearts of all Senators. Few, if any,
of the Senators would probably concur
i tolality with all of the decisions made
hy our Government in cohnection with
this war.

[ am concerned that our military com-
manders in the field have been unduly
limited in the conduect of operations. I
shudder at the extent to which profes-
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sional advice and recommendation:. of
our senior military officers have been re-
jected.

I am convinced that a more realistic
application of our air and sea power
against military targets in North Viet-
nam might well alleviate the requirement
for so large a buildup of U.S. forces on
the ground in South Vietnam, and :also
misht minimize American casualties and
should greatly hasten a termination of
the war.

T entertained the strongest misgivings
about the lengths to which our Govern-
ment teok its most recent “peace offen-
sive.” My apprchension was based on
the possibility and even probability that
such intensive efforts for a negotiated
settlemenit would be interpreted by the
enemy as an expression of weakness on
the part of the United States, thercby
causing the encmy to persist in his ag-
eression with renewed tenacity.

On all these matters and other: I
have expressed myself in executive ses-
sions of appropriate commitiees. I have
also given voice to my opinions on these
malters to members of the executive
branch, including the President, in priv-
ate. And, within limitations, I hLave
commented publicly on the war and its
conduct.

¥ am fully aware, Mr. President, of my
right to debate all these matters fully
on the Senate floor, and in other public
forums, to give vent to my strongly felt
opinions, and to voice my criticisms of
the policies and decisions with which I
disagree.

T am just as conscious, Mr. President,
that my right to criticize publicly carries
with it a weighty and sacred responsi-
bility to refrain from saying or deing
anything that would give aid or comfort
to the enemy, or contribute to a pro-
traction of the war in southeast Asia.

Whatever our individual opinions be
about the advisability of our commit-
raent in southeast Asia, or the precise
nature of this commitment, the fact is
that our Nation is at war in every prac-
tical sensc of the word. American men
have been and are now facing enemy fire
in Vietnam. More than 2,000 Am:ri-
cans have already made the suprcme
sacrifice. Thousands of other Americans
have suffered wounds and the ravazes
of disease wrought by this conflict.

We have a responsibility to authorize
and appropriate funds for anything and
cverything needed by our Armed Forces
in Vietnam. Our responsibility does riot
ond there, however. We have an obliga-
tiorn to balance carefully any public
criticism of our Government’s policies in
Vietnam which we are prone to utter,
against our responsibility to keep the
faith with those doing the fighting., It
is inconceivable to me, and I feel sure
to our men in southeast Asia, that we
can keep faith with them if we say or
do anything which gives useful informa-
tion, aid, encouragement, or support to
the enemy.

Mr. President. it is not for me to act
as conscience to the Senate, or to any
Senator except myself, nor would I pre-
sume to do so. I think it is fair com-
ment, however, that the debate in the
Senate in the past week has often indi~
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cated that far more attention has been
paid by some to Senators’ rights than to
Senators’ responsibilities.

By this comment I neither seek nor
intend to impugn the motives of anyone.
There comes to mind, however, both
General Sherman’s definition of war,
and the familiar saying that “the road
to hell is paved with good intentions.”

It has becn charged in the Senate that
our Nation is an outlaw, acting contrary
to international law and agreements and
specifically that the United States is vio-
lating the Geneva accords, which, I
might add, neither the United States nor
South Vietnam sighed. Not only are

such charges grist for the Communist

propaganda machines, but they are ab-
surd.

In 1928, the United States signed the
Kellogg-Briand Treaty, by which all
signators renounced war as an instru-
ment of national policy. To charge that
the United States is in violation of the
Geneva accords has about as much
validity as charging that the United
States vioclated the KXKellogg-Briand
Treaty by declaring war on Japan when
Pearl Harbor was attacked.

It has becn alleged in the Senate that
the American people do not support our
Nation’s commitment and operations in
southeast Asia. This allegation is pat-
ently false. For instance, opinion polls
show that a majority of Americans ap-
prove of our present conduct of the war,
and of the remainder who would change
our operations, almost three times the
number favor doing more with air and
sea power than favor withdrawing. Such
false allegations mislead the enemy con-
cerning our will to continue, undermine
the faith of our allies in our national
pledges, and jeopardize the morale of
the Americans doing the fighting.

Both our southeast Asian allies and
our military men in the field are aware
of the oft-repeated conclusion that the
French lost the war not at Dienbien-
phu, but in Paris. While I realize that
the situation in Vietham now and the
French war in Indochina are not on a
parallel, and I am not one of those pes-
simists who believe that victory is im-
possible, I do think we should ponder
the thought that should we lose the war
in southeast Asia, it is probable that the
responsibility for the loss is more likely
by far to be situated in Washington than
with our fichting forces in the field.

Our forces in Vietham have becn
charged in the Senate with “aggression”
and “military adventurism.” Once again,
not only are the charges intemperate
and ill advised, they are ridiculously
false.

If anything, our policics in southeast
Asia, and our Government's intentions
and motives, are far more altruistic than
the actual circumstances justify. It is
the official position of our Government:
as expressed by the President and his
prinecipal assistants, that this is South
Vietnam’s war, and that the United
States has the sole intention of assist-
ing South Vietham to oppose aggression
and to maintain its independence. Qur
operations in Vietnam are severely, and
at times, agonizingly, constricted {o con-
form to this position. We scrupulously
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avoid any action that might jeopardize
the political institutions of North Viet=
nam. We even eschew a unified military
command with the South Vietnamese,
although we learned from experience in
Korea the advantage of such an orga-
nization,

Although our Nation’s policies ahd op-
erations are free of motives of aggran-
dizement, and to that extent justifiably
altruistic, in a larger sense, and to a far
greater extent than our Government
chooses to publicly admit, this is our
war., We fight not just for the freedom
of the Viethamese, but also for our own
freedom.

The conflict in southeast Asia is but
one battle in the farflung war of ag-
gression being waged against freedom,
and of which war the United States is
the ultimate and final target. It is not
the first, nor is it likely to be the last,
eruption into overt conflict in this war
which is waged against us. Only last
month in Havana, Cuba, Communists of
all factions from some 82 countries met
and established a permanent organiza-
tion with the avowed purpose and inten-
tion of aggression in the pattern of
Vietham on the continents of Asia, Af-
rica, and Latin America. This Com-~
munist organization is to operate from
Havana, Cuba. The highly publicized
proceedings of the so-called *“Triconti-
nental Conference” in Havana leaves no
- doubt that the United States itself is
the principal and ultimate target of ag-
gression at which the so-called wars of
liberation to be supported and coordi-
nated by the Havana organization are
aimed and directed.

The fact is that the war in southeast
Asia involves more than just an attack
by Communist North Vietnam against
South Vietham. It is more, too, than
an exhibition of the more violence-prone
brand of communism pushed by the Red
Chinese, of which we hear so much, The
Soviet Union is supplying the major por-
tion of the wherewithal with which the
war is being fousght by the Communists.
The eastern European Communist coun-
tries are making substantial contribu-
tions to the aggression in Asia. What-
ever the differences among Communists,
they are all apparently agreed to assist-
ing in the war of aggression in southeast
Asia, just as they are agreed on starting
new wars of this type in Asia, Africa, and
Latin America.

It is in this context that the antiwar
criticisms and recommendations here in
the Senate must be considered. It is in
this context that the cries for U.S. with-
drawals or surrender must be considered.

For instance, to give the self-styled
National Liberation Front, which is the
instrument of the North Vietnamese, rep-
resentation in the government of South
Vietnam, would be equivalent to giving
gangsters representation on a police
force. The Vietcong do unquestionably
have influence and control over as many
or more people in South Vietnam as does
the Government of the Republic of Viet-
nam. The influence and control of the
Vietcong was established and is main-
tained, however, through tactics of ter-
ror and military force of arms.

No. 31——27
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Any proposal or agreement by the
United States for the inclusion of the
Vietcong in a coalition government in
South Vietnam would constitute a re-
ward by the United States of Communist
aggression and a betrayal of our solemn
commitments to the people of South
Vietnam. Even more unthinkable, if
would render vain the supreme sacrifices
made by more than 2,000 American serv-
icemen In southeast Asia, who have given
their lives there for the cause of freedom.

Americans would not be deceived. ' The
foul odor of surrender, whether called by

‘the name “coalition government” or
labeled outright, remains the same, as
do the shameful consequences.

By this time, Mr. President, it should
be obvious even to the most nalve, that
there is no easy way out in Vietnam.

There are risks involved in all of the
decisions on the war., There are risks
that the Red Chinese will come into the
war overtly, and there are risks that the
Soviet Union will come into the war; and
although I personally believe these risks
to be of small magnitude, it must be
acknowledged that they do exist.

It should also be noted, however, that
there are also risks which attach to
courses which involve retrenchment,
withdrawal, or surrender, either directly
or indirectly. The risks which attach to
these courses are undeniably of great
magnitude, particularly in terms of en-
couragement of aggression by commu-
nism in other areas of the world and on
an even greater scale. The danger of a
general war is not lessened by virtue of

-

the fact that its likelihood or occurrence

is postponed to a date in the future. We
must face reality somewhere and some-
time.

Some of my colleagues appear to be
distressed because the war in Vietnam is
an unpopular war. It will be a time for
real concern about our own people when
any war is popular with them.

Of far more relevance, the broad ma-
jority of Americans suppoit the commit-
ment of our Nation to wage war in de-
fense of freedom, despite its unpopular-
ity. Also, despite the philosophical
meanderings and high-flown speeches to
which they are subjected from all official
quarters, I suspect that the great ma-
jority of the American people realize that
it is their freedom, too, that is at stake,
and are anxious to get on with winning
the war and getting it over with.

Accordingly, Mr. President, I suggest
that the Senate should demonstrate its
own sense of responsibility by passing
this military authorization so that we
can get on with winning and ending the
war,

ExuIpiT 1
[From the New York (N.Y.) Times,
Feb. 21, 1966]

U.8. ComBaT FORCES SPREAD THIN—READY
UnNirs AT HoME LARGELY COMMITTED TO
VieTwaM WAR—SIHIORTAGE APPEARS IN ITEMS
OF CLOTHING AND AMMUNITION

(By Hanson W. Baldwin)

The Nation’s armed services have almost
exhausted thelr trained and ready military
units, with all avallable forces spread danger-~
ously thin in Vietnam and elsewhere,
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This is the conclusion of a study of U.S,
Regular and Reserves forces by this corre-
spondent.

Virtually all the combat-ready units in the
United States have been committed to Viet-
nam, and except for a few Army and Marine
battalions and a few squadrons of the Tacti~
cal Alr Command no more units will be fully
trained and equipped for a number of
months.

In additlon to the shortages in tralned
military manpower and in flield-grade officers,
there are major existihg shortages in uni-
forms and clothing, and actual or potential
shortages of various types of ammunition
and equipment that are causing the services
increasing concern,

The commitment of more than 200,000
men to Vietnam, supported by strong air and
naval forces, and the maintenance of two
divisions in Korea, more than five in Europe,
and of smaller units elsewhere, Including the
Dominican Republic, have reduced the forces
in the Unlted States to a tralning estab-
lishment.

The experience level of the Atlantlc Fleed
and of all cther commands has been reduced
to provide the needs of Vietnam,

According to the services, the “squeeze”
appears to be becoming worse instead of
better. Gen. William C. Westmoreland, the
U.S. Commander in Vietnam, is understood
to have stated a requirement for some
200,000 more men in Vietnam during the
1966 calendar year, and a proportionate in-
crease in air support.

High-level declslons about whether and
how to meet these needs are expected
shortly, The Joint Chiefs of Staff has rec-
ommended the limited mobilization of Re-
gerve forces ever since last spring, but Presi-
dent Johnson and Secretary of Defense
Robert S, McNamara ordered instead in-
creased draft calls and voluntary enlistments
to bulld up the Regular Forces.

In recent weeks, the services have been
conducting studies at various command
levels to determine how best to meet General
Westmoreland's 1966 requirements. The al-
ternatives considered were continuation of
the present slow buildup of the Regular
Forces by Increased draft calls and voluntary
enlistments; transfer of troops from Europe,
Panama, Alaska, and anywhere else available;
or o selected callup of the National Guard
and Reserves.

The studies, as far as could be learned, have
not yet been completed. But preliminary in-
dications were that the first course—con-
tinued dependence upon draft calls and en-
listments-—could fill only a fraction of Gen-
eral Westmoreland’s requirements within the
time he ddsired them and that the result
would be what one officer called “a very slow
and disorderly buildup” of the regular forces
with a greater and greater lowering of the
experience level and more and more hottle-
necks.

Transfer of troops from Europe and else-
where would supply a greater proportion of
General Westmoreland's stated requirements,
but not all of them. Even the mobilization
of the Guard and Reserve might not supply
all his stated needs, 1t was sald, since various
material shortages—as well as shortages in
certain types of tralned manpower—might
develop by the end of the year.

"A recently retired officer, whose last active

_duty assignment was concerned with the

Army’s mobilization base and strategic re-
serve, sald that “whatever the course of ac-
tlon [in Vietnam]—continued, escalated, or
modified downward—we are in a situation of
perilous insufficlency,’” without much capa-
bility of “a graduated response to any serious
challenge.”

The actual and potential tralned man-
power and material shortages are affecting all
the regular services—particularly the Army
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and the Marines—and the Army National
Guard and Rescrves. One National Guard
peneral said “'thore is not a Guard division
in the United States today that could fight
its way out of a paper bag."” There are many
reasons ror the difficult situation in which
the services now tind themselves, oflicers say.
Many of the officers in the services have long
Telt that many of Secretary McNamara's cost-
cifectiveness formulas were too rigidly ap-
plied and did not allow a sufficient '‘cushion”
ol supplies and equipment for emergencies.

some of the centralized control procedures
instituted in the Defense Department have
proved to be too inflexible or too slow in
response to the needs of.the services.

¥or some years, cven before Vietnam be-
came acute, the services were tending to live
ol tnventories, particularly in spare parts
and ammunition. and full replacements were
ot provided.

EQUIPMENT WITHDRAWN

Equipment, particularly radics and auto-
imotive equipment, was withdrawn from Na-
tional Guard and Reserve units to supply
Regular Army units and this has not yet
been replaced.

As the Vietnamese war became larger and
larger the services were required until last
year to 1it the extrnordinary expenses of the
war into their regular budgets. The war
wns “‘unfunded” until last spring, and no
speclal appropriation in any way commen-
surate with the war's expenditures was asked
for until last month.

Service requests for reopening production
fines of aircraft and other items were rejected
or postponed until the emergency became
aeute. The lettiag of contracts was thus de-
layed and replacement of expended material
was further delaved as available inventories
became dangerously depleted. Officers point
out that the administration’s defense re-
gquest Tor the fiseal year 1967, starting July
1, contains many items that were requested
and rejected a vear ago.

Other major reasons for today’s “squeeze”
are several. Expenditure rates—particularly
for certain types of ammunition and ord-
nance and clothing—have been considerably
higher in Vietnam than expected.

The administration’s decision to depend
upon the regular services, without calling up
the Guard and the Reserves, increased tre-
mendously the strain upon the Regular
Army and the Marines.

RESMRVES IN PLAN

‘Me Army’s concept of mobilization had
always been predicated upon the assumption
that in case of any war as large as Vietnam
the Reserves would be mobilized, and the
supporting combat and supply units essen-
tial to supply and sustain Regular Army
combat units would be furnished by the
Reserves.

‘The concept ulso envisaged the replace-
ment in the United States of Regular Army
units transtferred to the theater of war by
mobilized Reserve units, thus maintaining
the strategic reserve available for use in any
smergency.

‘The Marines aiso depended upon a fourth
{Marine Reservel division, well trained and
equipped, to supplement their three regular
divisions, which are already almost fully
commitied to Vietham, the Western Pacific,
the Caribbean and the Mediterranean, and
to training dutics.

‘he Arimy’s problems have been further
complicated by the fact that ever since the
Rorean war, the main thrust of the Army's
strategic planning had been based upon the
assumption of a mechanized war in the
Kuropean theater. A major war in an un-
developed country, like Vietnam, with inade-
quate ports, pilers, airtields, roads and ware-
houses, required considerably more special-
ived units, such ns engineer construction

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD — SENATE

battalions, terminal service companies. port
construction companies and, for the Navy,
Seabee battalions, than were included i the
peacetime force totals of the regular services.

CADRES TRANSFERRED

Without mohilization of the Reserves some
of these specialized units had to be created
from scratch, and the trained cadres for them
hed to be transferred from other units,

Thus, the policy now in effect, of prad-
ually building ap the strength of the Ilegu-
lar forces by increased draft calls and volun-~
tary enlistments, has resulted in very
considerable reduction in overall experience
levels and in constant “squeezes,” or as one
officer put it, ir. ‘robbing Peter to pay Faul.”

The trained manpower situation iz the
services today is as follows:
KEGULAR ARMY
The last of the Army’s trained tajor

units—the 25th Division in Hawaili-—has just
sent two of its brigades to Vietnam: the
third is expected there shortly. No other
major units in this country are immed:ately
ready for service, although part of the 4th
Infantry Division at Fort Lewis, Wash., is
expected to bhe trained shortly. About a
third of the 10lst Airborne Division :(Fort
Campbell, Ky.) and a third of the 82d Air-
berne Division (Fort Bragg, N.C.) are in
Vietnam and the Dominicon Republic, re-
spectively.

The two other brigades of both divisions,
which have heen used to provide replace-
ments for Vietnom and cadres for new units,
will be filled up to strength scon, but except
for a few battalions they cannot complete
unit training for some weeks.

They could, however, be sent overseins-—as
was the 1st Cavalry Division (airmobile)—
without complesion of unit training. The
5th Infantry Division (mechanized) (Fort
Cirson, Colo.), like other Army unit:, has
been attempting to ease the heavy burden
or. the Army’s crowded replaccment training
canters by training its own recruits; it can-
nct be ready for some months,

TRAINING DIVISIONS

The two armored divisions at Fort Hood,
Tex.-—the 1st and 2d—are acting, in effect,
as training divisions; they have almost com-
pleted the traiaing of one cycle of recruits
who will be used to fill out new units or as
Vietnam replacements and will start on a
new cycle short.y. The IIT Armored {orps
stafl at Fort Hood was transferred bodily to
Vielnam last year, and how a new corps staff,
relormed and trained, has also been trans-
ferred there. ‘The Army’s new division, the
9th Infantry, at Fort Riley, Kans., and one
of the three new brigades authorized last
year, the 196th at Fort Devens, Mass.. have
Just been activated, and will not be ready
for many months. Smaller combat and sup-
port units are heing filled up with new man-
pcewer and. trained as rapidly as possible.

In Europe, the combat strength of the 7th
Army has bheen approximately maint:ined
in numbers, but the expericnce level has
dropped as specialists and individuals have
been transferrecd to Vietnam. Supply and
support units are at thelr lowest strength
since before the Berlin crisis of 1961.

The dimensiors of the Army’s problem are
illustrated by ~he fact that the Army took
in almost 100,000 drafted men in November,
December, and January and 46,533 volunteers.

The 1raining load for training centers,
schools, etc., has climbed from 135,000 men
in the month of January 1965 to 240,000
men in January 1966.

SBearcities in trained noncoms and iu cer-
tain officer grades are becoming acute

Officer candidate school graduates will
cilmb from 2,319 in the fiscal year 1945 to
4,081 in fiscal 1866, and to about 11,000 in the
next fiscal year, starting July 1.

In addition. Reserve Officer Training <orps
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graduates will provide almost 11,000 officers
annually. However, these are all inexperi-
enced second lieutenants; there is no im-
mediate prospect of eliminating the short-
ages in major and lieutenant colonel rank
unless the Army is authorized to call up
individual reservists.

The Army's manpower problem will be-
come more acute late this spring and summer,
as the l-year tour of duty of troops scnt to
Vietnam last year expires and thousands of
troops must be replaced by trained men from
this country.

MARINES

The Marines have been authorized an-
other regular division, in addition to the
three now in existence. The 3d Marine Di-
vision and most of the 1st are now in Viet-
nam, and the 2d Division at Camp Lejeune,
N.C., is responsible for maintaining one bat-
talion afloat with the 6th Fleet in the Medi-
terranean and another in the Caribbean.
The need for replacements for the Murines
in Vietnam and for training cadres for the
increased training load, will delay the ucti-
vation of the new regular Marine division
until late spring or early summer, and it
cannot be ready for many months thereafler.

NAVY

The Atlantic Fleet is about up to strength
in numbers of men, but the experience level
has been greatly reduced by the transfer
of 5,000 trained men and specialists Lo the
Pacific. Ships in the Mediterranean and
Carribean are Kept as close as possible to full
complement; the remainder of the ships in
the Atlantic are to a large extent in a con-
tinuous training cycle. One antisubmurine
warfare carrier, minecraft, and other ships
have been in reduced commission or reduced
complement.

The Navy has relieved some of its worst
personnel problems by extending enlistiments
for 4 months, but this authorization cnds
June 30.

AIR FORCE

The Tactical Air Command and Mililary
Air Command are particularly affected. For
a time, the Air Force rotated squadrons for
temporary duty to Vietnam, but this system
has been replaced by assigning pilots to
1 year’s tour of duty in South Vietnam or,
if flying over North Vietnam, to 100 missions.

Squadrons that have heen rotated to
southeast Asia from the Tactical Air Com-
mand in this country have now returned to
the United States, or other home stations,
leaving their equipment behind at the bases
from which they operated.

The F-105 fighter-bomber, being used by
the Air Force against North Vietnam, is not
in production; losses are being replaced by
transferring F-105's from Europe, and {hese
in turn are being replaced by McDonnell
F-4's, But there is delay in the process and
some of the returning squadrons find them-
selves temporarily without planes.

Some of the few Tactical Air Commaud
squadrons remaining in the United Siales
have been charged with a refresher training
mission, in addition to attempts to maintain
combat readiness,

Pilots of B-47 medium bombers, phis
out of the Strategic Air Command, are &
trained in the F-105 as replacemen
Vietnam. The Military Air Command, whiclh
has long been strained with the airlift to
Vietnam, has been utilizing to an increasing
degree planes and pilots of the Air National
Guard on weekend flights or on missions
of a Tew days’ duration.

NATIONAL GUARD AND RESERVES

The Air National Guard, the Naval Air
Reserve, and some units of the Naval Reserve
are in relatively good condition, though few
of them have really modern equipment. But
the condition of readiness of the Army Na-
tional Guard and of many units of the Ariny
Reserve is lower than it has becen in the past
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decade, according to many officers. Repeated
withdrawal of equipment; the attempted
merger by Secretary of Defense McNamara
last year of the Reserves into the National
Guard, a move opposed by Congress and still
in abeyance; the inactlvation of six Reserve
divisions and the projected elimination of
other Guard and Reserve units; the confu-
sion resulting from the constant changes
and reorganizations in the Reserve structure,
and the saturation of the Army’ replacement
training centers with Regular Army induc-
tees have all contributed to the low state of
readiness.

Today, there are about 90,000 recruits of

the National Guard and the Reserve walting -

for 6 months’ tralning by the Army; some
estimates are that this total will increase
to 120,000 by the end of June,

When Mr. McNamara deactivated the 6
Reserve combat divisions last year, he an-
nounced the creation of a select Reserve
force of about 150,000 men, composed of
3 National Guard dlvisions, each com-
posed of units drawn from 3 different
States, 6 independent brigades, and hun-
dreds of smaller combat and support units
from the Guard and from the Reserves drawn
from all 50 States.

This new high-priority force was to be
built up to 100-percent strength and trained
and equipped by this coming summer. The
Pentagon hoped that about 15 percent or
more of the 87,000 reservists in the 6 dis-
established tactical divisions of the Reserve
would voluntarily join the Guard.

Nevertheless, by virtue of its priority the
select Reserve force 1s almost up to strength
numerically, though several thousand of its
men have not yet completed 6 months’ train-
ing. The force is supposed to have com-
pleted all basic training and unit tralning
through battalion level by the eénd of June,
but opinions differ about whether or not 1t
wlll be able to do so., Some Guard officers say
it will maintain its training schedule; others
say that shortage of equipment and delay in
training 6-month Inductees will make it im-
possible.

New York State has only 1,600 National
Guardsmen, plus Reservists, assigned to the
Select Reserve Force. Maj. Gen, A, C. O’Hara,
chief of staff to Governor Rockefeller, said
recently that ‘“there is no SRF unit in New
York State at the moment prepared for in-
tensive training.”

Twenty other Natlonal Guard dlvisions,
and other Guard and Reserve units, not in-
cluded in the SRF, are the “low men on the
totem pole” in the milltary structure, and are
many months away from readiness for de-
ployment.

ARMS, CLOTHING AND EQUIPMENT

There are worldwide scarcities or short-
ages of many litems, In Vietnam all the
services have experienced temporary short-
age or scarcities of many items, some of them
due to the local shipping tieup and logisti-
cal difficulties. These have not materially
interfered, however, with combat operations.

Clothing: Shortages of winter and sum-
mer uniforms, overcoats, ralncoats, fatigues,
jungle boots, underwear, socks and other
items are widely reported, The Army heas
reduced conslderably the normal amount of
clothing initially issued to recruits, and the
Marines except to issue only “half & bag”
soon unless the shortages are relieved.

Some National Guard recruits have been
temporarily drilling in clvillan clothes until
furnished with a suit of fatigues taken from
the clothing allowance of other guardsmen.
In same cases substitute items have been is-
sued for standard ones.

The Defense Supply Agency, & centralized
agency under the Secretary of Defense, which
is responsible for procuring common-use end
items for the services, said, through a spokes-
man, that there was a worldwlde shortage
of wuniforms and clothing but that the
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United States had enough on hand and on
order to meet 1ts needs, that all troops were
“well clothed’” and there had been no inter-
ference with training,

The agency sald it had initiated accelerated
uniform and clothing orders last June, and
that uniform and clothing contracts had in-
creased from $55 million in the last quarter
of the 1965 fiscal year to $200 million in the
first quarter of the current fiscal year.

Officers pointed out, however, fthat 1n-
creased clothing orders were not placed un-
til after the start of the Vietnamese buildup
and that inventories on hand were lnade-
quate to supply needs until the contracts
had been fulfilled.

Ammunition: Many different Iitems of
ground, air, and naval ordnhance are in short
supply. Reports that rlile ammunition
shortages had Interfered with the tralning of
recrults are denled by the Army, but a
spokesman sald that at a few camps there
had been temporary shortages, due appar-
ently to maldistribution, which did not delay
training more than 2 or 3 days.

Some units of the Air National Guard have
reported shortages of certaln types of bombs
and other alrcraft ordnance needed for
training.

In Vietnam there has been no ammunition
rationing as such, but many different items,
including 5.56-millimeter ammunition for
the M-186 rifle, 2.75-inch rockets, illurhinating
shells, and 750-pound bombs have been is-
sued on an as avallable basis, which means
these items are not always available without
limitation.

In part, these and other scarclties in Viet-
nam are due to Vietnam’s inadequate port
capacity and local supply problems. World-
wide, there has been a major reduction in
ammunition stockplles, not yet compensated
for by new production.

Spare parts: Spare parts of every type for
alreraft, helicopters, communlication, and
electronic equipment, engineering equip-
ment, and motor transport are in short sup-
ply everywhere; 1t 1s not uncommon for a
Navy destroyer to walt for months for spares
for missiles or generators.

The Military Alr Command, which had
stocked spare parts adequate to sustaln a
peacetime tempo of operations, i1s finding it
difficult to keep its planes flying on the accel-
erated basls of the past year, .

Arms and weapons: Except for some of the
newest items the Army denies that it has any
major weapons shortages. However, some of
1ts weapons are old and the Natlonal Guard
has severe shortages. In New York State, ac-~
cording to an assessment by General O'Hara,
Guard units, even in the Select Reserve
Force, are “‘still utilizing the M-1 rifle and
have never been issued any quantity of M—14
or M-16 rifles.”

“We do have,” he sald, “a few M-60 ma-
chineguns.” Old %4 -ton trucks “are still be-
ing used with parts becoming almost impos-
sible to procure; major weapons systems
are old.” Communications equlpment 1s the
“most critical” item in short supply, “and
I foresee no immedlate relief to this problem.”

Many other items that are in short supply
Include generators of all types, batteries, tires
for jeeps, trucks, and aircraft, engineer and
material handling equipment such as fork-
lifts, and, in Vietnam, barbed wire, sandbags
and other field fortification material.

Aireraft: There 1s no actual shortage of -alr-
craft and so far the United Sfates has been
able to replace its combat losses in Vietnam
and its operational losses all over the world,
But the margin of production over expendi-~
ture 1s small, alrcraft production rates are
still small and are limited chiefly, for combat
alreraft, to the McDonnell F-4, the Douglas
A-4, and the Northrop F-5. Increased losses
and an increased eir effort in Vietnam could
greatly intensify the problem of eircraft re-
placement,
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‘The scarcities or actual or potential short-
ages in tralned manpower and equipment
have caused considerable concern to the
armed services, not only because of the in-
creasing requirements of Vietham and con-
tinued commitments elsewhere in the world,
but because of the restrictive effect of these
factors upon U.S., capability to meet other
emergencies that might arise.

RETIREMENT OF SENATOR
McNAMARA

Mr. HART. Mr. President, within the
past hour my senior colleague, Senator
McNaMara, has announced his decision
not to seek reelection and to retire from
the Senate at the end of this year.

At a time like this, everyone expects
one to express regret. Yet, in my case
regret is a very meager word, a very
inadequate expression of what I feel
when an old friend and comrade at arms
prepares to leave the field. ’

I have read Senator McNAMARA’S re-
tirement statement several times. Typi-
cally, it it succinct and honest. He
states, among other things: “I make this
decision with both reluctance and relief.”
He is reluctant at leaving an exciting
and personally gratifying and exciting
job. He feels relief at having made a
decision at a time when he was no longer
sure that he could undertake the kind of
workload he feels his State and Nation
deserve.

I believe that every Senator will agree
with me that there is nothing in Pat Mc-
Namara’s history to indicate that his
State or Nation have ever been short-
changed by his efforts.

There is no need for me to read the
long list of significant legislation which
he has offered, supported, and seen en-
acted into law. Everyone here is aware
of it. :

We will be deprived of a strong, effec-
tive force in this body, but we shall miss
more than that.

We shall miss a colorful personality, a
man who mixes crustiness and kindness,
incisiveness and humor, pragmatism and
idealism in an utterly charming manner.

"I am sure that charming is an adjective

which my senior colleague perhaps would
not select or approve.

PaT is a man who, after listening to
2 hours of involved argument, can cut
to the heart of a problem with about five
well-chosen words.

He is a man—as I well know—who will
go to great lengths to do a good turn for
a younger colleague and then gruffly
wave off any attempt to express thanks.

Par is ho respecter of the conventional
wisdoms and whenever he runs across
one, he seldom resists the temptation to
violate it.

In a profession that often regards per-
sonal publicity as a key to survival, Pat
McNamaRra is no publicity seeker.

In a job where fence-straddling some-
times holds attractions, Par McNAMARA
never leaves doubt about his position.

In a city that puts a high premium on
the diplomatic approach and the tactful
answer, Par McCNAMARA speaks short,
blunt truths.

Perhaps that has been one of his
pgreatest contributions: his puckish abil-
ity to keep men and ideas from becoming
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overinflated. But, mind you, he does it
with a blend of humor and tolerance
that generates more laughter than anger,
even within his targets.

I know that I have dared to become
long-winded in PaT’s presence on sev-
eral occasions and I can testify that his
retirement is a victory for every stuffed
shirt in the Nation, in or out of the
Senate.

Senator McNamara has a great many
friends in the Senate. Perhaps some are
closer friends than I, but no one owes
him more than I do.

The State of Michigan is proud of his
service. It is true that we find ourselves
in agreement on most issues and per-
sonalities. However, my regret at PaT’s
decision, which I now seek without great
success to voice, is not consciously
aflected by the fact that we are usually
in agreement concerning public ques-
tions and public figures.

PaT just happens to be a solid, honest,
and courageous Senator who will be
missed, I belicve, by every man and
woman in the Chamber.

I am proud to have served as his junior
colleague. If he approaches his retire-
ment with relief, it is certainly a well-
descerved relief.

Naturally, I want to say more, but I
must bear in mind the sensibilities of my
subject. He can tolerate a man who
docs not know how to begin a speech but
he has very little patience with the
man who does not know how to end one.
I regret his retirement but it is largely
o selfish regret because I shall miss him.
All of us will. But we all know that he
deserves—and will find—a pleasanter life
than this job can offer him. And he will
(ind some way to make his retirement a
productive one.

Meantime, in the months between now
and his retirement, every citizen of this
country owes his a sincere “thank you.”
And I want to be first in line with mine.

Mr. President, I ask to have printed
in the Recorp at this point a statement
issued a few minutes ago by Senator
McNaMara, which has been the basis for
our expressions.

There being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
REecorp, as follows:

STATEMENT BY SENATOR MCNAMARA

I have decided not to seek reelection to the
J.5. Senate in November.

After 2 terms, representing 12 years in
the Senate, I make this decision with both
reluctance and relief.

i am, of course, reluctant to leave this
body which has such a vital role to play in
shaping our country for the present and the
future. To have been an active participant
in this effort has been exciting and person-
ally gratifying.

Yet, there also is a sense of relief in mak-
ing this decision, especially when one is at
an age when he must question whether he
can continue to give the kind of service over
ithe next 6 years that his job demands.

As chairman of the Senate Public Works
Committee and of several subcommittees, I
have found that the responsibilities of han-
dling legislation grow with each session of
Congress, as do the services reguired of a
Senator by his constituents.

While my health is reasonably good, rela-
tively minor ailments in the past year or so
have served warning to me that I might not

be able to do full justice to my Senaie re-
sponsibilities throughout another full term
if I should seek and win reelection.

The requirements of our State and Nation
demand nothing less than full-time dedica-
tion. Therefore, I have concluded that I
should retire al. the end of my preseni term
rather than risk inability to meet my obliga-
tians.

The satisfactions of these years have been
many. I am proud that manhy of the pro-
grams on which I based my two succssful
campaigns for the Senate, and for which I
have since worked, have become reality.

These include Federal aid to education,
health care for the elderly, new and
strengthened civil rights laws, programs to
build the econorny toward full employment,
and a beginning of the war on poverty.

However, I will leave the Senate with the
full knowledge that none of these jobs will
ever be truly completed. I will miss not be-
ing a part of the activity necessary to
strengthen these programs and to develop
hew ideas to keep pace with a complex so-
ciety.

Finally, I express my sincere thanks to
the people of Michigan for their honor and
trust. I want rothing more to carry with
me into retirement than the conviction that
I have been able to fulfill their confidence.
Also, I am grateful for the privilege of hav-
ing served under the banner of the
Democratic Party of Michigan. One could
wish for no greater support from a party,
or for programs to champion that were more
meaningful and responsible.

The letters I have received urging me to
run for reelection are heartwarming and ap-
preclated, but my decision has been made.

Mr. MORSE, Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. HART. 1 yield.

Mr. MORSE. Mr. President, I wish to
take just a moment to join with the
Jjunior Senator from Michigan and share
with him the sense of loss and the feel-
ing of regret that he has expressed over
the announcerment today of Senator Pat
McNamara that he has decided not to run
for reelection.

I know that Senator HartT, as well as
other Senators, have tried to persuade
Par McNaMara not to make that deci-
sion.

I visited with Pat McNamara over the
Iunch table cover the last 10 days. He
told me that this was his contemplated
announcement. I tried to urge him not
todoit. But, as the Senator from Michi-
gan [Mr. Harr]l has pointed out, when
Par McNamara makes up his mind. one
can be sure that it has only been after
very thorough and careful thought. He
did reach this conclusion and made it
clear that he was going to stand by it.

I want to say very briefly, as a collcague
of his, who has served as a member of
his Subcommittee on Labor, and as one
who has had the privilege of having him
serve as a colleague of mine on my Sub-
committee on Education, that I just can-
not let this moment pass without express-
ing for the ReEcorp my high regard not
only for this great Senator’s statesman-
ship, but also for his dedication and
service to the people of the State of
Michigan. He has shown a dedication
not only to the people of the State of
Michigan but also to the U.S. Senate and
to all people of the country.

My testimony is that every boy and
gir]l in every elementary and secondary

&
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school in America, public and private,
and every college student in every college
in America, public and private, not only
now, but also for years to come, will owe
a great debt of gratitude to Par Mc-
Namara, of Michigan.

Pat McNaMmara, from the very beginning
of his service as a Senator 12 years ago,
has stood shoulder to shoulder with those
of us who have urged that we break
through the barriers of opposition to
Federal aid to education and get on with
the job of the Federal Government living
up to its obligations to the young people
of the country.

I notice that the Senator from New
York [Mr. Javirs], a member of my sub-
committee, and the Senator from Rhode
Island [Mr. PELL], a member of the full
committee, are in the Chamber.

Every Senator on the subcommittee
and on the full committee can give the
same testimony that I now give concern-
ing the contribution of PAT McNamara to
the Federal aid to education program
that resulted in making it possible for
President Kennedy, after the first year of
his term in office, to thank the members
of my subcommittee, including the Sena-
tor from Michigan [Myr. McNamaral, for
the support that we gave to him in get-
ting started in breaking through the bar-
riers to which I have just referred, and
which resulted in President Johnson's be-
ing able to say, after we had completed
action on 20 of the 24 segments of Presi-
dent Kennedy’s original omnibus bill on
education, that “the 88th Congress will
go down in history as the education Con-
gress.”

Already the 89th Congress has ex-
ceeded the accomplishments of the 88th
Congress in the field of Federal aid to
education. I wish to testify that in my
judgment, PAT McNamara, of Michigan,
deserves great credit for the success we
have had in the field of education legisla-
tion.

Now as a mermber of his Subcommittee
on Labar, I wish to say that every work-
ing man and woman of the country, and
every employer involved in the legisla-
tion, owes Pat McNAMARA, also, a great
debt of gratitude for his industrial states-
manship in connection with legisla-
tion dealing with the problems of labor-
management relations. As is pointed out
in his statement, he has worked on the
health legislation. We all know of his
leadership in the Senate on the medicare
bill. In my judgment, had we not had the
stubborn insistence of this great Senator
from Michigan, we would not have today
on the books the medicare law for the as-
sistance of the elderly of this country.
Every old person in America, now and in
the years to come, owes PaT McNAMARA
a deep debt of gratitude.

I wish to comment on his fight for civil
rights. Who could have been more
persistent, insistent, and consistent than
the Senator from Michigan, Par Mc-
Namara, as he stood here and battled
shoulder to shoulder with us, over the
years, to try to see to it that second-class
citizenship in the United States be elimi-
nated, at long last, from the history of
this Republic?

Then there is the matter he mentions
in his statement of the work that he has
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Mr. MCNAMARA, Mr. President I
wish to thank my good colleague [Mr.
HarTl, the Senator from Oregon [Mr.
Morsel, the Senator from New York
[Mr. Javirsl, and all the other Senators
who have expressed themselves in over-
generous remarks concerning my an-
nouncement of today. -

Tet me assure them that I expect to
be in the Senate for some months yet,
and will be able to continue working
with them on the programs-in which we
mutually believe.

T thank them again for their very flat-
tering and overgenerous remarks about
me., I appreciate them very, very much.

U.S. COAST GUARD OBSERVES ITS
25TH ANNIVERSARY

Mr. PELL. Mr.President, 25 years ago,
on February 19, 1941, the U.S. Coast
Guard Reserve was established with the
enactment of Public Law No. 8 by the
77th Congress. As a captain in the
Coast Guard Reserve and one who en-
listed in it as a seaman shortly after its
inception, it is with distinct pride that
I rise here today and take this oppor-
tunity to honor this outstanding Reserve
component of our Armed Forces on the
occasion of its 25th anniversary.

Prior to the enactment of Public Law 8
the peak strength of the Coast Guard
was somewhat less than 20,000 officers
and men. 'They had no organized re-
serve forces and as the clouds of war
darkened Europe and headed toward our
shores, the Coast Guard was called upon
to perform many additional duties. They
found it necessary to expand as rapidly
a5 possible.

The high caliber of its regular force,
their complete devotion to duty and their
gallantry in the face of danger are well
known to the citizens of Rhode Island.
Through the years our coastal waters and
the heavily traversed sealanes off our
shores were constantly watched over by
the Coast Guard and we viewed with a
personal pride many of their heroic ex-
ploits in that area.

With the creation of a Reserve com-
ponent it was but natural that we who
felt so close to the regular Coast Guard
service and to some extent regarded some
of their units as our very own, would ex-
pect nothing short of perfection and a
similar high standard in performance of
duty from the members of its Reserve
force. Throughout World War II, that
expectation proved fully justified as
members of this newly created Coast
Guard Reserve served with distinction,
on every front.

From Guadalcanal to Okinawa in the
Pacifie, from North Africa to Normandy
in the Atlantic—and they made all the
stops in between—they manned troop
transports, escort vessels, and landing
craft, hitting the invasion beachheads
with the troops and carrying on in noble
fashion the proud tradition of their par-
ent service. At the conclusion of the war
the Coast Guard 'had 802 vessels of it
own and in addition was manhning 35
Navy and 288 Army craft.

Total Coast Guard personnel had
reached a peak of about 174,000 and of
that number more than 150,000, or
nearly 90 percent, were members of the
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Coast Guard Reserve established by the

enactment of Public Law 8 but a few brief
vears before, Less than 6 percent of this
total Coast Guard force, both regular
and reserve, were serving in shore billets
as the war came to a close in August of
1945. ’

With its end, the Coast Guard was
without funds to cover Reserve peace-
time training. Additional legislation
had to be enacted. Organized Reserve
units established and programs of regu-
lar training set up. Before this could
be accomplished, many of those reserv-
ists who saw wartime service were dis-
charged. Others, however, cncouraged
by the Coast Guard, organized them-
sclves in training groups and met regu-
larly each week without benefit of pay or
other form of allowance until necessary
legislation could be enacted and appro-
priation of funds made for established
Coast Guard Reserve training.

Today, this program has been ex-
panded to a point where there are pres-

_ently 146 Reserve port security units with

more than 10,500 men attending regular
weekly drills. Many of these reservists
are also qualified for assignment to float-
ing units should conditions dictate.
Other organized Reserve training
units are of a support nature, providing
additional trained personnel for vessel
augmentation and activation, search and
rescue, aviation, electronics, coastal
forces and mobilization detachments.
During the past 7 months 4,142 members
of these organized units received 2 weeks’
active duty for training at the Coast
Guard Reserve Training Center at York-
town, Va.; another 1,031 at Alameda,
Calif., while many more received their 2
weeks’ training in their particular spe-
cialty at regular Coast Guard units or at
Coast Guard or other service schools.
Currently, there are approximately
15,952 reservists in organized Reserve
tralning units. This is the maximum
number that the present Coast Guard

Reserve budget will support. Additional
personnel, facilities and equipment
are needed to meet mobilization
requirements.

However, I can state with a great deal
of conviction that from my experience
and association with the Coast Guard
Reserve a personal knowledge of the type
of training that they are now receiving
and the caliber of its men, the Coast
Guard Reserve will, within the limita-
tions of its operating budget, be both
ready and reliable should they be called
upon at some future date to help defend
this Nation. This is indeed fitting for
a service whose motto is ‘“Semper
Paratus.”

It is therefore a great pleasure for
me to address this honorable body here
today and to pay deserving tribute to this
organization, one with which I am ex-
ceedingly proud to be affiliated, the

.8, Coast Guard Reserve, on this oc-
cdsion of its 25th anniversary.

ATEMENT OF SENATOR KENNEDY
OF NEW YORK ON VIETNAM POL-
ICY HAS SERVED A USEFUL PUR-
POSE
Mr. PELL. Mr, President, I believe

that the Vietnam statement of the junior
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Senator from New York [Mr. KENNEDY],
has served a very real and useful pur-
pose. When carefully read, it is appar-
ent that the actual differences between
his views and those of our administra-
tion are slight. But what he has done is
to thoroughly establish the irreducible
minimums on each side and highlight
the area where negotiations could be
conducted.

Essentially, what he has done is to nar-
row the spectrum of negotiations, thus
affording certain guarantees to both
sides. It would seem to me that rather
than postponing the time when they
might come to the conference table, his
statement might serve to shorten this
period.

Although I recognize that we may
never get to a conference table, I would
hope there would then eventually be
a diminution of hostilities and a reduc-
tion in terroristic acts by the Vietcong
which, in turn, would mean we could re-
duce the level of our military activity.
In this connection, let us remember that
time is on our side, and that the very
passage of time without escalation of
hostilities is in our favor.

1, for one, commend the Senator from
New York on his thoughtful statement
and also am delighted to see from the
statements of General Taylor and Mr.
Moyers that there is no great difference
in viewpoint.

I sympathize immensely with our Pres-
ident in his problems, and I know that
there is no man more intent on peace in
the United States than he. However, we
all recognize that the executive branch
of the Government cannot express its
views with the same freedom that we
individual Members of the legislative
branch do. And here is where we legis-
lators, I believe, serve a useful role in
giving some direction to our policy, and
indications of where we hope to go.

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS OP-
POSE DIRKSEN AMENDMENT

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, after
more than a year of careful study and
evaluation of all aspects of State legis-
lative apportionment, the League of
Women Voters of the United States went
on record last January in opposition to
any amendment which would revoke or
dilute the Supreme Court’s decision re-
quiring the apportionment of both
houses of State legislatures on the basis
of substantial equality of population.

The league found that the population
standard for legislative apportionment is
the ‘fairest and most equitable way of
assuring that each man’s vote is of equal
value in a democratic and representative
form of government.”

In recent days, I have received letters
from the president of the League of
Women Voters of Maryland and officials
of the League of Women Voters of various
counties in Maryland. At least three of
these letters came from the presidents of
county organizations where the county
today is substantially overrepresented
in the Maryland State Legislature and
will .lose representation in a fair re-
apportionment of the Maryland House
of Delegates and Senate.,
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done in connectionn with programs to
build the economy of this country to full
cemployment. Here again, we all owe
him a vote of thanks.

But the last point of many that I
could mention I wish to make in behalf
of the people of my State. For PaT
McNaMaRra, as chairman of the Senate
Committee on Public Works, has done a
great job of passing judgment on public
works requests on their merits. Here
was a Senator who would not tolerate
pork barrel. Under his leadership of
the Public Works Committee, anyone who
sought to get anything that was not on
its merits had short shrift, as far as his
handling of such requests was concerned.
I taank him in behalf of the people of
my State for the fair, impartial consider-
ation he has given to us on our requests
for public works in the State of Oregon,
on their merits. All he asked was,
“What are the facts? What can you
show on the cost-to-benefit ratio? What
can you show from the standpoint of pub-
lic necessity?”

I have never asked for a public works
authorization or appropriation except on
the basis of presenting such facts: and
I know that the people of my State would
want me, at this time, to express to Pat
McNamara the heartfelt thanks of the
beople of Oregon for his recognition of
the public works necds of our State, and
for his appreciation of the fact that as
we build up the economie productive
power of our countryv—and that is what
sound public works do—we strengthen
the security of the Republic itself.

‘L'hese are only a few of the many items
I could mention in connection with his
great statesmanship as a Senator from
Michigan; and I join with his junior
collzague in expressing my sense of loss
upon his retirement from the Senate at
the close of the present term.

Mr. HART. Mr. President, I am grate-
ful to the Senator from Orezon for those
remarks, most importantly because I
think there is no Member of this body for
whom Senator McNamara has a deeper
allfection—though on occasions it has
been concealed.

As the Senator from Orcgon high-
lizhted some of the significant legislative
achicvements of Senator McNaMara, it
oceurred to me that he was listing those
thirws which identify a good society:
concern for those who are full in years,
and provision for opportunity for those
who are yet to begin their life, and to
make sure that each one, young, old, and
in between, is judged as an individual
whao is good or bad. and not by reason
of the way his name is spelled or the
color with which God has marked him.

Irn all of those areas, Senator Mc-
Namara has given effective, successful
leadership.

Mr. JAVITS. Mr. President, I, too,
wislh to join with Senator HarT and Sen-
ator MORSE in expressing my great regret
Lhat Pat McNaMara hxas seen fit to retire.

I hape he will not retire completely: he
is too salty, too active, and too exciting
@ personality to retire in the literal sense
ol the term. I hope he will give his tal-
ents and his great heart and great
frienidship—which is what I have per-
sonally appreciated so much about him-—
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to other causes, and that we will find him
a frequent guest and friend right here on
the floor of the Sensate.

T adopt what my colleagues have stated
as to his service, which I think has been
extracrdinary, and tremendously grati-
fying to the country and to the people of
his State, and add to it that my personal
experience with him as a man—we get to
know raen around here, of all thie places
on earth—has been that in his personal-
ity, his character, his integrity, and his
idealism, he reasures up to all the ac-
complishments with which he has so
properly been charged, for credit of serv-
ice to the people of his State and the peo-
ple of the United States. I join with my
fellow Senators in their warm sentiments
and best wishes for many years of fruit-
ful living to PAT McINAMARA.

Mr. PELL. Mr. President, I wish to
associate myself also with the views that
have been expressed about the coming
retirement of the senior Senator from
Michigan. I have been honored and de-
lichted to serve on the same committee
with him,

I have been particularly struck by his
concern for all people, particularly little
people, when they are young, through
their working years, when they are
middle aged, and when they are old; and
I know the Senate will not be as fine a
body in his absence as it has been with
him.

Mr. MUSKIE. Mr. President, it is
with great regret that I have learned of
the decision of the distinguishced senior
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McNamaral
not to seek reelection next November.

In his two terms here, he has estab-
lished an enviable position in the esteem
and affection of all of us. We respect his
down-to-earth judgment. We respect
his rugged honesty. We admire his abil-
ity to get to the heart of an issue quickly
and to state it unmistakably.

He has been associated, as a sponsor
and leader and legislative architect of
programs of tremendous importance to
outr people and our country-—education,
civil rights, health care for the elderly,
economic development, resources devel-
opment and conservation, the war on
poverty, and so many more.

All of us in the Senate, T am sure, hope
to make a solid contribution to the fu-
ture of our country, to leave our mark
on its policies and its capacity to serve
its people. Par McNamara has done that
heyond doubt.

I am sure we all regret his decision for
personal reasons. I have mine. I
played a small part in each of his cam-
paigns for the Senate. I have been
privileged to serve under his distin-
guished and constructive leadership as
chairman of the Committee on Public
Works. I have been the recipient of his
warm friendship and return it in full
measure.

Mr. TYDINGS. Mr. President, I
should like to take this opportunity to
associate myself with the remarks which
have been made about the distinguished
Senator from Michigan [Mr. McNAMARA]
upon the announcement, which we re-
grettably heard today, that the distin-
guished chairman of the Committee on
Public Works will not seek reelection.
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Although I am a freshman, I was suc~
cessful this year in being assigned to the
Committee on Public Works. I have en-
joyed the opportunity to serve in the
Senate with the Senator from Michigan.

I can only reiterate the remarks which
have been made concerning him. We
hope, even though he does retire from the
Senate, that his great ability, energy, and
talents will not lie fallow and will be
put to good use by the people of
Michigan.

Mr. COOPER. Mr. President, I have
just learned of the announcement of
Senator Pat McNamara that he will not
be a candidate for reelection to the Sen-
ate. I know this was a difficult decision
for him to make, but one of the charac-
teristics of Senator McNamaRa is his abil-
ity to make decisions that he thinks best,
no matter how they affect him person-
ally.

I have had the honor and the privilege
of serving with Senator McNaMmara on
the Senate Public Works Committee
since 1957, and during the last 21 years,
I have served with him as the ranking
Republican member of the committee.
In this capacity, I have had a close re-
lationship with him in the considera-
tion and disposition of legislation be-
fore our committee. We have not al-
ways agreed upon legislative measures,
and this is natural. But I have been
impressed by his fairness as chairman
of the committee to all members of the
committee, whether they be members of
the majority or minority.

Senator McNamara has always been
willing and in fact has insisted that each
member of the committee be given full
opportunity to state his views and he has
insisted that they be given full consider-
ation. He has been large enough to ac-
cept the views of members of the com-
mittec when their reasoning convinced
him. But at the same time, he has ex-
pedited the work of the committee and
worked to secure action by the commit-
tee on the important measures before it.

Although a strong representative of
his own State, he has been sympathetic
and understanding of the problems of
other States in areas of our country. I
could give many examples of this qual-
ity; one that I will always remember
was his interest in the problems of the
Appalachian area, and the very fine way
in which he devoted himself to the leg-
islation, which is doing and will do so
much for this region of our country.

In a broader sense, Senator Mc-
Namara’s work, through his work in fields
of legislation concerning river and har-
bor developments under the Corps of
Engineers, highways, water, and air pol-
lution control, economic development
programs, and the TVA self-financing
act has made major contributions to the
economy and the strength of our Nation,
and the welfare of the people.

His basic kindness and consideration
for others, his forthright way of making
decisions and taking firm positions on
legislation which he supported, are testi-
monies to his character and quality as
a human being. The Senate will miss
Senator McNamara, and I shall miss him
2s & coworker and a friend.
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tion of lawmaking. This- bill simply re-
stores to Congress its rightful responsibility
to make the laws of the land.” Senator
DirrsenN, interviewed in U.S. News & World
Report, January 17, 1966, devoted a good
portion of his remarks on State leglslative
apportionment to checks and balances with-
in the Federal Government. We would like
your opinion of the possibllity, as well as
the plausibility, of legislation which would
implement, rather than nullify, the Supreme
Court decision,

Sincerely,

Mrs. E. RICHARD SHERWIN,
Apportionment Chairman.

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
or Las Veaas, N, Mex.,
Las Vegas, N. Mex., January 27, 1966.
Senator JoserH D. TYDINGS,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Dear SeEnaATOR TypinGgs: I should like to
thank you for the collection of materials
that you sent our Ileague recently., We
found the material most useful in out re-
cent study of reapportionment. As you
know, the National League of Women Voters
made reapportionment an emergency study
item less than a year ago.

Here in New Mexico we had just com-
pleted a State study on a similar topic, and
s0 this gave us a chance to review the whole
problem. Our local league, and the na~
tional league, recently arrived at consensus
on this item, as you have undoubtedly heard
from league members in your State, and we
are supporting reapportionment of both
houses of State legislatures on the basls of
population—one-man, one vote. We are all
opposed to any amendment to the Consti-
tution making it possible to apportion
either house on a basis other than popula~
tion.

We want to thank you agaln for assisting
us in our study by making so much mate~

rial available to us.
Mrs. THoMAS MALONEY, JN

Sincerely,
Presid
SUPPLEMENTARY MILITARY AND
PROCUREMENT AUTHORIZATION,
FISCAL 1966

The Senate resumed the consideration

of the bill (S. 2791) to authorize appro~ .

priations during the fiscal year 1966 for
procurement of aircraft, missiles, naval
vessels, and tracked combat vessels, and
research, development, test, and evalua~
tion for the Armed Forces, and for other
purposes.

Mr, JAVITS. Mr, President, I wish
to address myself to the problem before
the Senate, the supplemental military
appropriations bill. I believe that it is
very important for Senators to state
their position on this matter, because it
will have an effect upon the policy of the
Nation and what happens in the world.

- Inasmuch as I believe that, in terms of
the relationship of the executive and
legislative arms of the Government, we
are coming to something of a confronta-
tion on this subject, it seems to be appro-
priate to speak now.

There are three aspects of the Viet-
namese situation which I believe trouble
our people greatly. First, we are
troubled by irresponsible criticism—un-
just criticism, to make use of a milder
word—af U.S. policy in Vietnam. We
are troubled by those who assume that
the United States is to blame for this
predicament, by those who ask us to
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concede all and achieve nothing, by those
who confuse words with deeds and pos-
turing with policy.

Second, we are troubled by the possl-
bility of military overcommitment, the
pouring of unlimited numbers of Ameri-
can troops first into the quicksand of a
largely guerrilla war-—albeit an aggres-
sion by North Vietnam—then into a ma-
jor Asian war; by plans that would ex-
pand the bombing of North Vietnam to
punitive and not military targets alone,
by those who believe escalation 1s a cure-
all and by those who dream of military
victory in a nuclear age where such vic-
tory courts only disaster for all.

Third, we are worried about the lack
of clarity in our objectives, by the fact
that the explanation of our goals is often
in phrase-making and not in specifics,
by predictions that have invariably
turned out to be overly optimistic—all
this when clearness, steadiness, and con-
sistency are called for.

CRITICISM OF OUR POLICY

The problem with much of the criti-
cism of our policy in Vietnam is that
it is most often destructive criticism.
Pew of the critics have proposed viable
alternatives to the policy they are at-
tacking, and I have heard very few of
the critics accuse Hanoi, Peiping, and
the NLF with the same vehemence with
which they have gone after our policy.
Until the criticism onh Vietnam takes on
more balanced proportions and until it
presents real alternatives, the value of
the criticlsms will not match the im-
portance of its concern.

But the criticism has followed a num-
ber of paths that call out for refutation.

One consistent theme of attack has
been the historical argument, one that
attempts to get at the so-called root of
the present situation in Vietnam. Ac-
cording to this view, the present struggle
1s merely a continuation of the Viet-
namese struggle against colonialism, and
the Vietcong are in the vanguard of a
civil and revolutionary war; the people
of Vietnam are sald by this argument to
regard the NLF as the frue representa-
tives of their desire for national dignity
and independence,

Mr. President, I might characterize
this whole argument with the phrase:
this is Ho Chi MinHh as the George Wash-~
ington of Vietham argument. The fur-
ther charge is made that the United
States would never be in this war foday,
were it not for our refusal to favor the
holding of elections in South Vietham
in 1956, were 1t not for our helping Sai~
gon to violate the 1854 Geneva accords,
and were it not for our unwise backing
of Diem and other dictators.

I believe this reasoning to be hoth -

wrong and counterproductive, Even if
the conflict in Vietnam did begin as some
sort of revolutionary confrontation in
1954, it quickly came under the command
of Hanoi.

Today—and I have becn there, and
many others have been there—there can
be no disputing of the fact that in South
Vietnam the Vietcong are directly sup-
ported by troops and supplies from the
North and are fighting in assoclation
with regular Hanol troop units. More-
over, 1t seems highly unlikely to me that
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the Vietcong ever represented the true
desires of the South Vietnamese. Other-
wise, why would the Vietcong have -to
systematically murder over 12,000 village
chiefs and village officials? Is murder-
ing the leadership a sign that the peo-
ple are on your side? Are 600,000 re-
fugees to the Saigon side evidence of
the people’s support of the regime?

I have no crystal ball, but neither do
the proponents of this line of reasoning
have any evidence to back up their
claims. The only thing we can be sure
is that the South Vietnamese really want
is peace without slavery. Finally I see no
real point to focusing the present debate
on history.

To do so would be to go very wide of
the mark. Even if the United States
committed errors of judgment in the
past, even if our vital interests were not
initially involved, as they are now in
Vietnam, certainly there is no turning
back the clock. Vietnam is now a vital
interest and it is to the present that
debate must be drawn.

Another source of criticism has been
international law. The critics contend
that the Charter of the United Nations
prohibits U.S. intervention in Vietnam
without the approval of the Security
Council and that, in any case, if there be
any intervention at all, it must be under
U.N. Security Council auspices. They
also contend that U.S. commitments un-
der the SEATO pact extend only to the
obligation of consultation with other
treaty members, not to military inter-
vention,

These legal arguments are specious on
their face. Indeed, the American Bar
Association’s House of Delegates found
that to be the case,

In the first place, article 51 of the
T.N. Charter provides for the right of
individual and collective self-defense and
article 53 permits regional defense orga-
nizations to function when the Security
Council is duly notified. In the second
place, while it is correct that the
SEATO pact does not legally hind the
United States to take military action in
defense of what is called under the treaty
a “protocol state,” we are morally and
practically bound to take such action
when we are convinced that aggression
has occurred endangering the security
of the freaty area. 'To say that we are
not legally obliged to. intervene is not to
say that it is not proper and right for us
to intervene, and now we have.

A third line of criticism has main-
tained that our present line of action in
Vietnam is likely to lead to Communist
Chinese intervention and a full-scale
Asian land war.

The fact is that Red China has not
moved to take any direct military hand
in Vietnam to counter our military oper-
ations. Even when we hegan bombing
the supply lines in North Vietnam, Peip-
ing did not intervene militarily as it
threatened. That does not mean that
Peiping may not react tomorrow-—this is
solely a matter of Red Chinese choice
and the possibility of such intervention
must always be taken into account. But
our military commanders believe that so
long as we stay in South Vietnam-—and
ocur plans certainly do not include any
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I have also received lefters from
spokesmen of the League of Women
Voters of the State of Tennessee, and the
State of New Mexico, opposing the
Dirksen amendment.

I ask unanimous consent to have these
letters printed in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the letters
were ordered to be printed in the REcorp,
as follows:

LaaGUE 0F WOMEN VOTERS
OF MARYLAND,
Annapolis, Md., February 9, 1966.
Senator JosErH 1. TYDINGS,
Senate Office Building,
Washingion, D.C.

Duar SEnNaTor ‘TYpINGs: Your Maryland
constituents have watched with a good deal
of interest your leadership in the fight
against the Dirksen amendment and for
equitable representation in State legisla-
tures, We know that as a former member
of the Maryland General Assembly, you are
aware of the real implications of malappor-
tioned legislatures and the deleterious ef-
lect on the vigor of State government.

‘I'ne League of Women Voters of the United
Stales believes that both houses of State
legislatures should be apportioned on the
buasis of population, and that the U.S. Con-
stitution should not be amended to allow
for factors other than population. The
league in Maryland is happy to join the effort
to defeat the Dirksen amendment and to
support your efforts in any way that we can.

Respectfully,

Mrs. Howarp Xoss, President.
LEAGUE oF WoMFN VOTFRS OF
MonTcoOMERY COUNTY, Mp.,

Silver Spring, Md., February 12, 1966.
Henator JosErH D. TYDINGS,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D.C.

Drsr SENATOR Ty¥DINGS: For many years the
League of Women Voters of Maryland have
heen concerned with reapportionment for our
nwn State. Now, however, our position has
become a national consensus of the league
just as reapportionment has become a na-
tional concern of all those interested in our
government following the design of the U.S.
Constitution.

We commend you on your leadership on
Lthis issue last suromer, and hope that you
will be equally successful in the next round
ngainst the npponents of fair representation.

Qur consensus is that both houses of State
legislatures should be apportioned according
Lo population, and we oppose any constitu-
Yional amendment proposed to nullity the
teeision of the Supreme Court.

If apportionment is not based on popula-~
fion, then one of our hasic rights as citizens
ol this country is infringed upon, and the
erosion may well not stop with an unequal
voice in government.

‘The league of this county was a solid part
of the national consensus. You have our
full support in your fight on the Senate floor,
and our willingness to help in any way the
league can.

Yours truly,
Mrs., Wirriam N. (3ARROTT,
President.

L#AGUR OF WOMEN VOTERS OF
MoNteomMERy County, Mbp,,

Silver Spring, Md.. February 12, 1966.
Senator JosEPHE D. TYDINGS,
Senate Oflice Ruilding,
Washington, D.C. :

Drar SENATOR Tynines: Tam sure that you

iwre well aware that the league in Maryland
1es had an intense interest in reapportion-
ment for a long time. Now our Maryland
consensus has been translated into o na-
iional one after a year's study by members
#c0s8 the Nation. As the time rapidly ap-
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proaches when the Congress will again be
faced with this issue, we want you to know
our consensus on this matter, and that you
have our fullest support.

We feel that both houses of State legis-
latures should be apportioned according to
Ppopulation, and we oppose any constitutional
amendment proposed to nullify the decision
of the Supreme Court. .

Citizens shonld have an equal voice in
government on any level, and any modifica-
tion of this right is a restriction of our lib-
erty.

We wish to commend you for your out-
standing fight for reapportionment last sum-
‘mer, and to assure you of our willingness
to help in any way our league can.

Very sincerely yours,
Mrs. JamEs A. DorscH,
State Item Chairman.
SMITHSBURG, Mb.,
February 14, 1966.
Senator Josery D. TYDINGS,
Senate Office Building,
Washington, D. C.

Drar SeENaTOR TypIngs: The League of
Women Voters of Washington County has
studied the apportionment of State legisla-
tures and agrees with you that representa-~
tion in both houses of State legislatures
shiould be based substantially on population.

‘We oppose the efforts in the Congress to
amend the U.S, Constitution to allow for fac-
tors other than population to be considered
as a basis for representation.

We hope that State governments will be
strengthened by having them more repre-
sentative of the people, wherever they live.

Sincerely yours,
Mrs. GEORGE W. COMSTOCK,
President, League of Women Voters of
Washington County.
LEAGUER 0" WOMEN VOTERS
OF FREDERICK COUNTY, Mb.,
February 8, 1966.
The Honorable Josepx D. TYDINGS,
U.S. Senate,
Washingion, D.C.

Dear Snaror: During the 7 years of our
existence, the Frederick County League of
Women Vaters has been engaged in the study
of and work for gaining the reapportion-
ment of our State legislature on the bisis
of population. Just as it looked as if our
local and State league effort was going to
be rewarded, opposition activity began in
Congress. The Frederick League joined in
urging the Natiornal League of Women Votiers
to adopt apportionment as a special study
item. This was done. Enclosed is the re-
sulting position which represents the fcel-
ings of league members throughout the
country, Frederick County members in-
cluded.

We hope this expression of our concrrn
will be of value to you in acting upon this
issue.

Very truly yours,
Mrs. BEN TAMIN WARSHOWSKY,
President.
JaNwuary 132, 1966,
STATEMENT OF POSITION ON APPORTIONMENT
OF STATE LEGISLATURES
(As announced by the national board of the

League of Women Voters of the United

Staves, Jan. 12, 1966)

The members o the League of Women
Voters of the United States believe that both
houses of State legislatures should be appor-
tioned substantially on population. The
league is convinced that this standard, e:-
tablished by recent apporticnment decisions
of the Supreme Court, should be maintained
and that the U.S. Constitution should not Le
amended to allow for consideration of fac-
tors other than population in apportionin:
either or both houses of State legislatures.

Of overriding importance to the league in
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coming to this decision is the conviction that
a population standard is the fairest and most
equitable way of assuring that each man’'s
vote is of egual value in a democratic and
representative system of government. Other
considerations influencing league decisions
are that the U.8. Constitution should not be
amended hastily or without due considera-
tion because of an ‘“unpopular” court de-
cision, and that individual rights now pro-
tected by the Constitution should not be
weakened or abridged.

Against the background of its longstand-
ing interest in State government, the league
also hopes that by maintaining a popuiation
standard State government may be strength-
ened by insuring that State legislatures are
more representative of people wherever they
live. Finally, the league feels certain that
the term “substantially” used in Supreme
Court decisions allows adequate leeway for
districting to provide for any necessary local
diversitics.

Tae LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
OF ALLEGANY CounTy, MD.,
Frostourg, Md., February 17, 1966.
Hon. Joseri TYDINGS,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

My DEaR SENATOR TyDinGs: The League of
Women Voters, after careful consideration
of other alternatives, has gone on record in
support of the apportioning of both houses
of our State legislatures on substantially a
population basis. This is not merely the
opinion of a majority of the members, but is
the consensus of large and small leagues, ur-
ban and rural alike, from all of the United
States.

The Allegany County League of Women
Voters would like you to know that we con-
cur in the league’s position and hope that
you, as our representative, will do all you
can in support of the principal of one man—
one vate.

Sincerely yours,
MarY ELzasern H. VANNEWKIRXK,
President.

LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS
OF TENNESSEE,
February 21, 1966.
Senator JosepH D. TYDINGS,
U.S. Senate,
Washington, D.C.

Dear 8Bir: Your speeches on State legisia-
tive apportionment in the Senate, June 2,
1965, and November 2, 1965, were most edi-
fying. Your arguments in favor of tae pop-
ulation standard are well stated and no
doubt the League of Women Voters of Ten-
nessee will have occasion to quote from your
analyzation of Senate Joint Resolution 103
in the near future, as we take action in sup-
port of the “Statement of Position on Ap-
portionment of State Legislatures,” issued
January 12, 1966, by the League of Women
Voters of the United States.

We note that Senators Doucgras, PRoXMIRE,
and others refer to you, Senator TYDINGS, «.5
having taken leadership in opposing the so-
called rotten-borough amendments. While
we lack the financial affiuence Senator
DirrsenN attributes to his “Committee for
Government of the Feople,” league members
in Tennessee will oppose any amendment to
the U.S. Constitution which would nullify
the Supreme Court’s onec-man, one-vols
ruling. If Senator DIRKSEN again rewords
his proposal for amendment, we should
greatly appreciate receiving your comments,
which will be distributed to the 12 local
league chairmen on apportionment here in
Tennessee. May we have extra copies, 12 it
poscible, of the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD,
November 2, 1965, No. 200?

In his news releace of August 19, 1964,
Tennessee Representative James H. QUILLEN,
said in support of the Tuck bill, “The Su-~
preme Court has seen fit to invade the func-
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invasion of North Vietnam or even the’

overthrow of the government in Hanoi—
Red China will refrain from intervening.

Should Red China decide to come in,
however, our military commanders in
Vietnam believe that its supply lines both
in the air and on the ground would be
severely overextended. Given these lo-
gistical problems and our own force-level
projections, our commanders are con-
fident that they can deal with the Red
China military contingency.

One point, however, must be empha-
sized in this regard—we cannot shrink
from defending our interests or protect-
ing our allies, simply because of the pos-
sibility of a Red Chinese countermove.
We cannot let fear of an aggressor para-
lyze our will. Every precaution should
be taken to avoid Red Chinese interven-
tion, but not at the price of sacrificing the
cause for which we fight.

Another school of criticism has cen-
tered around the belief that we can end
the conflict by a series of conecessions to
Hanoi and the Vietcong. 8ix months
ago, this group was demanding that the
United States cease bombing targets in
the North. Bombing was halted for 37
days—I agreed with that pause, but I
also agree that we had better learn from

experience—and all we received from .

Hanoi was added deflance and a mili-
tary buildup. Several weeks ago, they
insisted on our bringing the Vietnam
situation to the U.N. This too was done
without receiving any positive response
from Hanci. Now these same people are
rallying around the ery that the United
States ought to try to force the govern-
ment in Saigon to form a provisional
coalition government with the Commu-
nists prior to negotiations or free elec-
tions.

This is the proposal put forward by my
colleague from New York [Mr. KeN-
~EDY]. His proposal is entitled to
thoughtful consideration by all. As 1
have read it and others have read it, it
sought to bring about a coalition govern-
ment in Saigon before negotiations as an
inducement for negotiations. But ap~
parently the author of the proposal says
that is not what he has in mind at all
What he has in mind is that the Na-
tional Tiberation Front should be a party
to the negotiations. I sald that myself
a week ago, as did many others. As to
the point of a coalition government, I be-~
lieve, and Secretary of State Dean Rusk
so testified before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee, that the United
States will abide by all resuls of any
genuinely free elections.. Moreover,
should future negotiations decide upon a
provisional coalition preceding free elec-
tions, I would support this as well.

My point is, however, Why should we
surrender in advance the question of
what the composition of the provisional

government should be until we find this |

concession to be warranted in the course
of negotiations? In order to encourage
‘Hanoi to the conference table, I too have
proposed concessions; namely, to ac-
cept the NLF as an independent negoti-
ating party. In view of the fact that
Hanoi has insisted upon a “decisive role”
for the NLF in South Vietnam, Senator
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KenngEpY's proposal is not lkely to be
enough of an inducement. The proposal
would only open the door for further
Hanoi demands for concessions. The
}ine must be drawn somewhere.

1 pelieve we must make concessions to
reality and not to fear, and also not to
ungrounded hopes. Inthis regard I have
urged the President to propose the inclu-
sion of the NLF in any future negotia-
tions on Vietnam as an independent
group or party with a participating role.
Tt is my impression, moreover, that Pres-
ijdent Johnson is moving in this direction
as evidenced by Averell Harriman’s press
conference of 2 weeks ago in which he
said that the NLF could attend talks “as
an independent group who have an in-
terest in the discussion.” Itnow remains
for the President to make this policy
public.

Recognizing the NLF as an independ-
ent negotiating group is a delicate diplo-
matic matter with deep political and
military implications. On this proposal
rests the future stability of the present
Saigon government, and the cause for
which we fizht. But, I believe that it is
a necessary proposal and one that is su-
perior to the alternatives of either insist-
ing that the NLF attend the conference
only as part of the North Vietnamese

delegation; or allowing the NLF to at-

tend the conference as the decisive part
of a newly constituted South Vietnamese
Government as o Chi Minh demands.
The former alternative is not likely to
bring the Communists to the negotiating
table and the latter would only serve to
reward terror and aggression. Oppo-
nents, like the Communists in Vietnam,
who are capable of marshaling such large
forces, have to be dealt with in peace ne-
gotiations, but we cannot do so at the
price of selling out an ally. The line I
draw here takes account of the vast dif-
ference between making the NLF a party
to negotiations on the future of Vietnam
and giving them a place in the Govern-
ment before negotiations. The composi-
tion of the Government in Saigon should
be a matter for future negotiations, and
should not be prejudged by any prior

‘concessions at this time.

Finally, I believe that it is irrespon-
sible to criticize our posture in Vietnam
from the assumption that the guilt is on
the American side, that the reason a

peace conference has not been called is .

due to some fault of our own sincerity,
and that otherwise the Communists
would jump at the chance to negotiate.
It is one thing to question the judgment
of the President; it is another to question
his motives and intentions. There is no
doubt in my mind that we are trying to
seek peace in Vietnam, and that guilt for
the continuation of the war rests not in
Washington, but in Hanoi and Peiping.

I have urged the Congress, since June
1965, to conduct a full-scale debate on
Vietnam and with Senator RANDOLPH
have offered two resolutions for that pur-
pose. I am not against debating the is-
sues of Vietnam. I am not against at-
tacking the judgments of the administra-
tion when I think the President is wrong.

T am against forms of debate which score -
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points which exploit the peoples’ fears
without giving them knowledge, and
which criticize everything without offer~
ing alternatives.

- THE MILITARY SITUATION

- Much attention of late has focused on
the military situation in Vietnam, and I
am disturbed by the fact that this debate
has been dominated either by advocates
of military passivism or by the advocates
of open ended military expansionism. I
believe that the eonsequences of passiv-
ism would be a longer war and that the
consequences of expansion would be a
larger and more dangerous war. Neither
is likely to lead.to negotiations.

First, the concept of confinement to set
military enclaves in Vietnam, which is
what General Gavin was first thought
to have advocated, is untenable. But I
agree with General Gavin that the ad-
ministration should limit our commit-
ment in South Vietnam to the forces
we can deploy without general mobili-
zation or material prejudice to our
other military responsibilities in the
world and this requires that primary
consideration be given to the coastal
area, the Mekong Delta, and the Saigon
region in which 70 to 80 percent of the
Vietnam population is to be found. The
way to accomplish this is not to have
U.S. troops consolidate in static defense
perimeters and wait for the Communist
troops to attack them.

Second, I reject the theory that we
should punish the enemy into submis-
sion by whatever military means appear
expedient. The advocates of this theory
do not understand the central fact of the
nuclear age and they have failed to learn
the lessons of history as well. In the
nuclear age, “victory” on the battlefield
in the sense of bringing the enemy to sub-
mission is an illusory goal. Expansion
begets counter expansion, and the cost of
the war spirals beyond any reasonable
objective. Moreover, wars of the past
demonstrate that the punishment of an
enemy through all-out air attacks does
not diminish greatly his will to fight on.

I am opposed to bombing: First, the
civilian populations in Hanoi and Hai-
pHong; second, dams that provide drink-
ing water and irrigation; third, power-
plants that serve only civilian purposes;
and fourth, sources of food supply for the
people of North Vietnam. These are not
vital military targets; they are punitive
targets.

Mr. GRUENING. Mr, President, will
the Senator yield for a question?

Mr. JAVITS. I yield to the Senator
from Alaska.

Mr. GRUENING. Does the Senator
from New York feel it is possible to send
100 planes daily to drop bombs without
hitting a lot of civilians? Does the Sen-
ator think that it is possible to confine
ourselves to military targets? I do not
believe it is possible.

Mr. JAVITS. I think it is practical
with the modern bombing techniques to
pinpoint military targets. That does not
mean that some civilians in the area of
a military target might not be killed.
But we cannot scramble this omelet
without breaking some eggs. I cannot
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guarantee that kind of immunity in re-
sponse to the question of the Senator.

By confining our bombing to military
targets we are showing our good faith;
lhat we do not intend to punish the ci-
vilian population in North Vietnam.
That is all I am talking about. It rep-
resents a military and not eivilian
bombardment.

Mr, GRUENING. If the Senator will
permit, I have one more observation.

Mr. JAVITS. I yield for an observa-
tion.

Mr. GRUENING. I consider our
bombing of North Vietnam thoroughly
immoral and illegal. It is the kind of
thing that does not bring honor to the
United States. When Hitler and Musso~
lini entered into Spain’s civil war and
bombed Spanish towns, when Mussolini
altacked Ethiopia and rained death from
the air on its villages, when Goering
bombed Rotterdam, there was profound
revulsion in the United States. What
we are doing now we condemned unspar-
ingly on those previous occasions. It is
outrageous that we should be doing the
same thing now.

Mr. JAVITS. T am sorry that I dis-
agree with the Scenator on that score.

The Hanoi government and the Viet-
cong, from all one can see, are engaged
in a ruthless and murdcrous enterprise
in Vietnam.

Our military forces in Vietnam are
there quite properly and legrally, in my
opinion, and are entitled to be there by
virtue of international law and treaty
oblizations. We have been, moreover,
invited into South Vietham by the legal-
ly constituted Government of that coun-
try—a government which is recognized
by most of the world with the cxception
of the Communist bloe. I again refer
you to the ABA brief of February 22,
1866, which supports my argument.

Mr. GRUENING. I think there was
no legal justilication for our being in
South Vietnam in the first place. The
allegations made by the administration
that threec Presidents have supported
such a policy and that the United States
has made a solemn national pledege to do
wnat we are doing are not factual, Pres-
ident Eisenhower offered economic aid,
and with conaditinns which were never
fulfilled. President  Kennedy merely
sent military advisers. It is only within
ihe last year that we have sent our
Lroops into combat and started bombing.

We are the strangers in that country.
The others, north and south, are all
Viethamese. I think there is just as
much evidence that we are aggressors
as are those whom we charge with ap-
gression. It is their country; we have
no business there. Our intervention has
never been authorized by Congress.

Mr. JAVITS. On that theory, we
might scll the whole thing out to the
Communists and forget about Asia and
the rest of the world, because it is possi-
ble to dress up the national role of libera-
tion anywhere one pleases. If the case
is as impeccable as the Senator from
Alaska says it is, the Communists have
found the Achilles heel of the whole {ree
world, and we are through.

But I do not believe that, I believe
people have a rieht to self-defense: and
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if they do not have the means to defend
themselves because the other fellow is
better prepared and disciplined—as the
Communists are—they have a richt to
call cn other free people to help to de-
Tend them. Someone will get hurt in the
pbrocess, but someone always gets hurt
when there is immorality, aggression, and
murder in the world. I could not dis-
agree more with the Senator from Alaska.

I am also opposed to a vast buildup
of American troops in Vietnam. Such a
huildup would not only entail a general
economic, military, and civilian mobili-
zation in the United States; it would also
have to be at the expense of defending
other U.8. interests throughout the world.
We must not lose sight cf priorities of
interest. We must not overcommit our
troops where we have other responsibili-
ties to uphold.

Based upocn my own observations in
Vietnam and upon talks I have had with
military commanders there. I believe
that the military policy now beings pur-
sued in South Vietnam is, in general, a
policy adaptakle to a force with a ¢ #iling
of approximately 400,000 men. I invite
the attention of Senators to page 55 of
the hearings of the Committee on Armed
Services on the bill which is before us,
where the order of magnitude which is
contemplated by this appropriation is
discussed. The testimony is that of Sec-
retary MceNamara, so far as it ean be
wiade public commensurate with the in-
terest of security. Secretary McNamara
said:

The net increase we are asking above the
original 1966 total is 452.343.

I should like to read a question usked
by the Senator from Louisiana [Mr,
Erieneer] and the reply by Seccretary
McNamara:

Senator ErLunwper. Well, of that 453,000,
how many of those will be used in Scuth
Vietnam?

Secretary McMaMara. Well, these are ad-
ditions to the total U.S. military force, ::nd it
is not possible to say that any of those in
prriicular will be used in South Vietnam.
But in the net. all of them are being ndded
brecause of the 3outh Vietnam conflict.

So I think it is fair to say, Mr. Presi-
dent, that we are dealing with a Ltroop
strength of 430,009, as the policy upon
which we are basing this appropriation.

We are in the process of building up
and consolidating our military positions
on the coast up to the 17th parallel,
around Saigon, and in the Mekong Delta,
and we should continue to focus our
pacification and construction efforts
within these areas. The enclaves which
we now have must be linked up into a
stable, contiguous, and democratically
run area. This area should then be used
as a springboard for the application of
bower—for prabes in the countryside, to
keep the Communist forces on the move
and to prevent them from consolidating.

S0 our military strategy should always
keep our global needs in mind. Most im-
bortantly, we should never allow battle-
field commitments to limit or determine
policy choices. The quicksand of g
jungle guerrilla war can only be avoided
by conscipus and determined choices at
policy levels, specifying limits within
which we propose to proceed and the
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means which we propose to devote to the
attainment of our goals.
THE CLARITY OF U.S. OBJECTIVES

It is an onerous task in hard and long
struggle to keep objectives clear in the
minds of the policymakers, in the minds
of the American people, for the enemies,
and for the world. It is difficult, but it
must be done. Unless objectives are
made clear and held firm, they become
the targets for the forces of frustration
and hysteria, and they become suspect
even by those who want to believe.

I would like to suggest that if the
President is to coniinue to have the
support of the American people, and my
own support, as well, he must not waver
or let the public become confused on six
key points:

First, that our interests are involved
in Vietnam, and that it is a war to stop
the expansion of communism by naked
aggression; that the United States un-
derstands the distinetion between true
revolutionary upheavals based upon
popular discontent and so-called wars of
national liberation.

Second, the President should propose
to include the National Liberation Front
in future peace talks with a full partici-
pating role. The time must come when
the Saigon Government has to face this
reality, and we must not lead them to
believe otherwise.

Third, we must never let ourselves or
others believe that there is a final mili-
tary solution to this kind of war. The
risks are too grave. Our purpose is to
show that aggression does nof pay.

Fourth, the President should always
keep the extent and nature of U.S. com-
mitments in Vietnam before the people
of the United States and subject to their
approval. There is some fear that new
commitments were made between Wash-
ington and Saizon in Honolulu, and the
President should make it clear that no
secreb commitments were entered into.

Fifth, one of our main goals in Viet-
nam is to insure future elections in that
country which will be genuinely free, and
to allow the Vietnamese people to de-
termine their own way; and this includes
the question of reunification. We rmust
leave no doubt in the minds of the world
that the United States will accept the
results of free elections, probably under
United Nations control; and should the
National Liberation Front be victorious
at the polls, we will accept that, too.

I have confidence, however, that free
people in the future, as has been the case
with free people in the past, will pre-
fer freedom to slavery and will not,
therefore, vote the Vietcong in as their
rulers.

Sixth, we must never lose sight of the
fact that a real peace and true stability
will have to await the evolution of social
and economic justice within Vietnam.,
and that it is up to the United States
to convince whoever are the leaders in
Saigon that a real victory can come only
when they successfully promote the dig-
nity of their people and the decency of
their lives.

CONGRESS AND VIETNAM

Before I conclude, I should like to deal
with the meaning of the coming vote,
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which we hope will take place not later
than this Friday.

T believe it is important for each Sen-
ator, without being offensive or disre~
spectful, to serve notice on the President.
I believe that the President is making a
sreat mistake in not coming to Congress
for another support resolution to replace
the one of August 1964, which is com-
pletely out of date and no longer rele-
vant. He would thereby give us an op-
portunity to join in developing what
should be the policy of the United States.

In voting for this supplemental mili-
tary authorization bill, we in Congress
must do so with our eyes open. We
should understand that by approving this
measure, we are in effect ratifying the
administration’s policy in Vietnam in its
presently contemplated order of magni-
tude. Unlike the debate on the previ-
ous supplemental appropriation for Viet-
nam of $700 million in May 1965, which
did not involve such a decision, this one
does. For at that time, it was not yet
clear, as it is now, that the President
does not intend to seek any additional
authority from the Congress.

Tt is necessary for the President to seek
new authority. We cannot merely pass
a resolution because, if we did, it would
destroy the President’s position as the
leader of the foreign policy of the Nation.
This is an authority which he has under
the Constitution. The President must
give us the opportunity and must take
the initiative.

The Constitution gives the President
the initiative in matters of foreign policy
and gives him enormous powers, not only
as President, but also as Commander in
Chief of the Army and Navy. -Af the
same time, the most significant power
given to Congress by the Constitution,
in addition to the power to declare war,
is the control over appropriations. Thus,
.Congress can use the power of the purse
to affect the power of the sword.

I have decided to vote for this supple-
mental authorization bill because I be-
lieve that the order of magnitude con-
templated by this bill is necessary to the
cause for which we are fighting in Viet-
nam. If I did not feel that way, it seems
to me that duty would compel me to seek
to amend the bill or to vote against it.

I have specified the order of magni-
tude, as indicated by Secretary McNam-
ara’s testimony, as being approximately
400,000 U.S. troops in Vietnam.

However, in voting for the bill, T re-
serve the right to vote against future
authorization bills should I believe they
would constitute an overcommitment of
our resources, or if I find myself in dis-
agreement with our fundamental policy.

I emphasize these points because we
often hear it said that the President’s
executive power has grown to enormous
proportions, and that Congress power has
become subservient to it. But the essen-
tial fact of this imbalance is not that the
executive has grown too big, but that
Congress has let itself become too small.
Thus, if we truly do not believe in the
President’s course, this is the opportunity
to assert our power. If we agree with
it, this is the time to affirm our support.

I have been arguing for nearly a year
that the President should come to Con-

-
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gress with a new resolution to update the
Bay of Tonkin resolution voted by Con-
gress in August 1964. He has chosen not
to do so. I believe this is a mistake on
his part, but I recognize that in not doing
so, he is exercising his prerogative and
his powers to the fullest.

Congress must be prepared to exercise
its powers to the fullest also. We can
pass a resolution on our own initiative
if we choose to do so. And those who
oppose the magnitude of the U.S com-
mitment in Vietnam and who oppose the
additional commitment contemplated by
this authorization bill, have the oppor-
tunity—and the duty, it seems to me—
to seek to amend this bill accordingly.
I do not agree with the Senator from

Oregon on this matter, but I belleve he

is taking the proper course, as he sees it,
in seeking to amcnd this bill, in order to
rescind the Bay of Tonkin resolution.
I respect him for taking that step,
although I shall vote against his amend-

~ment.

So let us not delude ourselves or, the
American people. The vote on this au-
thorization bill does affect our policy in
Vietnam. Iintend to vote “yea” with my
eyes open, because I believe in that policy,
because I believe that our cause is just
and because I believe the order of mili-
tary magnitude contemplated by this au-
thorization is worthy of that cause.

I close by saying that I reserve the
right to vote against future Vietnam
pills if that is the only way the Presi-
dent gives us to express agreement or
disagreement with U.S. policy. I express
the hope that, in the interest of the
Nation and in the interest of crystaliz-
ing the country behind the President’s
policy, the President will ask us, as he
did in August 1964, to join with him in a
declaration of policy, which policy would
then represent the policy of the United
States.

Mr. President, while I believe there is
no deep division in the country con-
cerning Vietnam, I believe that there is
deep worry in the country.

I believe that the President can go a
long way toward relieving the American
people of that deep worry by asking
Conegress to join with him, under the ad-
vice and consent authority of Congress—
and the Senate specifically—in declar-
ing the determination of the United
States to seck peace, to honor its com-
mitments, and to pursue limited objec-
tives by limited military means.

Mr. TOWER. Mr. President, I believe
that the present debate should be brought
to the earliest possible conclusion. I
believe we should proceed to the consid-
eration of the authorization hill with
the greatest dispatch. I wish we could
vote today.

I believe the debate should be brought
to an early conclusion. Iintend to make
my remarks very brief.

In the light of what has been said in
the Senate over the past few days, I feel
that I must say something in my capacity

as a member of the Armed Services Com-~,

mittee, as one who has maintained an
abiding interest in foreign affairs and in
international politics, as one who has
always been concerned with the state of
preparedness of the United States, and
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as one who has had an opportunity to
visit our forces in southeast Asia and to
see the splendid work that our American
boys are doing there.

Mr. President, the debate over the va-
lidity and correctness of Presidential
policy in southeast Asia at this time is
poorly timed. The debate should have
been conducted on the basis of whether
or not the additional funds are needed to
sustain what we are doing.

It is unfortunate that so many Mem-
bers of Congress have seized on this par-
ticular issue as a time and place to debate
policy—indeed, “debate” is stretching
the point—and to attack with great
vitriol the basic policy of the adminis-
tration, which puts us in southeast Asia
today.

I would be hypocritical if I did not
point out that I have opposed the ad-
ministration vigorously on many, many
issues in this body. But I should like to
note now that in his basic poliey, in his
announced intention to preserve the in-
dependence of South Vietnam, in his
apparent determination not to abandon
southeast Asia to Communist conguest, T
support my President 100 percent.

Mr. President, I do not know of any
time in previous wars—certainly not in
my living memory—when Congress has
been, engaged in active debate over
whether or not we should be at war, at
a time when we actually are at war.
The fact of the matter is, we are cur-
rently involved in Vietnam. Thousands
of American boys are fighting there,
risking their lives daily, and unfortu-
nately too many of them losing their
lives.

I wonder what kind of spectacle this
debate presents to the boys in Vietham
who are suffering privation, disease, and
discomfort, and risking death. I won-
der what they think about it, though I
do not wonder too much, because I have
a pretty good idea. I have been out in
the fleld and have talked to them; and
I am sure this is not the greatest morale
booster we could engage in.

Mr. President, it seems to me that
there are three alternatives available to
us. 'The distinguished Senator from New
York has pointed out that the critics of
Presidential policy have hardly been con-
structive, but have, on the other hand,
been destructive. They have not pre-
sented an alternative policy.

As T say, it seems to me there-are three
alternatives.

We can withdraw from southeast Asia.
We can pull out all of our forces. But
when we do so, we must understand that
South Vietnam will surely be overrun by
the Communists. It would, in very short
order, be in the hands of the Vietcong
anhd the North Vietnamese.

Now, South Vietnam, taken alone, is
perhaps not of great geographic or stra-
tegic importance. But southeast Asia as
a whole is of very great geographic and
strategic importance. And if we with-
draw from South Vietnam, we can expect
that Laos would soon go, Cambodia
would go, Thailand would be under se-
vere pressures, and ultimately, unless we
created a major troop buildup there,
would fall under Communist domination,
or at Ieast suffer pressure to compel them
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tn make an accommodation with the
Communists. The way would be open
for Communist adventures in Burma and
the Indian subcontinent. If the domi-
noes fell as they would like them to. fall,
they would eventually be free to work
Lheir evil will on Africa, and ultimately
South Ameriea. That would be the con-
sequence of withdrawal.,

We would, further, destroy, I believe,
the will and rdelermination of peoples
everywhere to resist Communist aggres-
siont by foree.

Lhere is a second alternative. We
could stand and fight a war of attrition,
determining, perhaps, not to lose, but
lacking in the determination to win. We
could draw static defense perimeters
around the coaxt, and sit there and wear
nut men and machines and waste mate-
rial resources, vear after year after year,
in a war of attrition that would be very,
very costly over the long pull, that would
fdo nothing to convince the Communists
of our determination to deal with dis-
vateh, deeision. and resolution with so-
called wars of national liberation. It
weuld do nothing to discourage Turther
inilitary adventures by them.

Then there is a third alternative. We
can resolve to do what is neeessary to
win.

I do not think we could win at the
conference table right now, because I do
not, think that the Communisls will be
willing to make satisfactory terms as
lony as they are not convinced of our
determination to use the very great mili-
Lary power we possess. Thev have re-
buffed our peace cffensive. We sent our
cmissaries all over the world, trying to
find a means to bring Hanoi and Peiping
lo the conference table with something
approaching a reasonable attitude, and
we were rebuffed.  All we got for our
pains were belligerent spceches from
fTanoi and Peiping, and the manisfesta-
tion of their determination to keep the
war going by infiltrating more troops
and more supplies into South Vietnam.

‘Iherefore, Mr. President, we must use
the very great power that we possess.
We must use ovr military muscle to de-
stroy the will of the enemy to wage war
against South Vietnam, by destroying
his capacity to wage war. When we
vrove to him that war is a costly instru~
ment of national policy, indeed so costly
an instrument vhat it is one he cannot
rasort to, then ultimately we can nego-
liate a reasonable peace with honor, and
we can, in the proeess, I believe, discour-
age the precipitation of any further so-
called wars of national liberation, and
we can conviner the world that not only
o we possess great power, but that we
are willing to use it, if necessary, in the
cause of preservation of the right of
reoples everywhere to self-determina-
bion.

We hear a lot of claptrap about not
having s popular-based government in
Vietnam. Mr. President, T would like to
kuow how we eould really establish a
iopular-based government in Vietnam.,
“'here could not be a meanineful elec-
Hon in that unhappy country today.
We could not send Dr. Gallup in to take
2 poll that would be meaningful.
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What we must do, of course, is use
our influence to make the government
that exists there as responsive to the
heeds of the people as possible. That
we are doing, and we are doing it far
mwore conscientiously, you may be sure,
Mr. President, than North Vietnam
would do if she exercised suzerainty
over the South Vietnamese today.

What is little known, apparently,
about what is going on in Vietnain, is
the fact that not only are our troops
engaged in fighting there, they are
engaged in constructive work, thiough
civie action programs aimed at the re-
habilitation cof villages, the building of
schools, the digging of wells for pure
water supplies, the combating of dis-
ezse and infection; and most important,
our boys are helping to develop lender-
ship in the lccal and provincial level
there. They arve trying to instill into
these people a sense of responsibility of
and a knowledge of the art of self-
government. ‘Vi{e are trying to do what
we can to help create a viable, demo-
cratic society in South Vietnam today—
a land which has great potential if it can
ever be militarily secured.

Too many ecritics of administration
policy have not proposed any con-
siructive  alternatives. I noted three
alternatives a while ago, and I su:gest
that we follow the third, which I believe
to be in harmony with the basic policy
of the present, administration.

So far, I have not heard anyone pHro-
pose a realistic middle ground between
withdrawal and victory which would as-
sure the independence of the South
Vietnamese, that would stop Communist
azgression, and at the same time save
the lives of our soldiers and the South
Viethamese who are fighting today. I
have seen no such proposal.

There are those who say, “Well, we
cannot be involved in a massive land war
with Red China.” There is an assump-
tion that using our military might to
combat Communist agegression in Viet-
nam today would automatically resu!t in
involvement of the United States in a
massive ground war with Commimist
China—some cven say a nuclear war
with Communist China——which, to me,
seems a little bit ridiculous. But, I be-
licve that this reflects two things: One,
a failure to understand the facts: sce-
ond, a hauntirg fear of the specter of a
belligerent Recl China involved in a mas-
sive war with the United States, which
fear is so great that men are moved to
say, “Let us avoid any confrontation,
even if it costs territory and the lives of
human beings, even if it means that vital
arcas of the world must slip under Com-
munist control

Mr. Presidernt, under optimum condi-
tions, the Red Chinese could not s=nd
great masses of ground troops into South
Vietnam sufficient in number to beat a
determined effort by South Vietnam. the
United States, and their allics. 'The
problems of logistics, the problems of
supply and communication, and the
preblems of transportation are too giroat.

We possess absolute air superiority.
We could deny them any close air sup-
port. We could, with the commission of
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great numbers of troops—and, of course,
the necessity to increase the flow of sup-
blies—interdict their supplies.

We possess absolute naval supericrity.
The enemy could be denied support from
the sea. And, too, Red China, I believe,
understands that if she did involve her-
self in a massive way in South Vietnam,
we would not give her sanctuary, she
would risk the loss of her embryo nuclear
development through bombing, and we
could blow her industries out of exist-
ence, industries which only now are re-
covering from the great leap forward.
There is also the threat of a million and
a quarter men under Chiang Kaij-shek
on her eastern flank. She would run the
risk of getting deecply involved in a war
that she could not win, to the extent that
she would lose face and would lose
ground in her rivalry with the Soviet
Union for influence and power in the
Communist bloc nations.

Beyond that, Mr. President, are we al~
ways going to check with Peiping and
ask what they are going to do, before we
resist Communist aggression?

The best way to avoid involvement
with Red China, the Soviet Union, or
any of the Communist-bloc nations, I
would say, would be to withdraw to fort-
ress America, to take all our forces in all
parts of the world, where we might risk-
a direct confrontation, and bring them
back to the United States and live with
the fortress America concept, and re-
turn to primitive isolationism, return to
a policy which was advocated at one
time by men who were called rightwing
extremists.

Mr. President, I reject the notion that
we can have a fortress America.

It is incumbent upon us, if we are to
breserve our own security, to maintain
our defense perimeter as far away from
our own shores as possible, and as close
to the enemy’s shores as possible.

We cannot do this by timorously with-
drawing and avoiding a direct confron-
tation every time Peiping rattles the
saber.

Mr. President, we are in Vietnam to-
day because we must be there.

As the strongest nation in the free
world, we are the free world’s first line
of defense.

In every era of human history, it {alls
to the lot of some great nation to emerge
as the leader of the world. It has fallen
to our lot, in this era, to do so. It is our
responsibility. I trust that we will ac-
cept it.

We are in Vietnam because if we {ail
to meet Communist asgression with
military force in this confined front, we
will increase the likelihood that we will
have to meet it on a much broader front
later on, and at a greatly increased cost
in human life and material resources.

Mr. President, I do not believe in the
use of war as an implement of national
policy, unless we are forced to do so by
a belligerent enemy who is an agsrescor.

I had the privilege of serving in the
U.S, Navy in the Western Pacific during
World War IT, and I have had the on-
portunity to see the splendid work our
boys are doing now in Vietnam. Belicve
me, this is an even better generation of
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fighting Americans that America has
produced than the one to “which I
belonged. )

T do not like to see these boys wounded
or maimed. I do not like to see life ebb-
ing away from them.

We did not start this war, but if by our
failure to meet aggression we convince
the enemy that war is an altogether sat-
isfactory and effective implement of na-
tional policy, then perhaps we are go-
ing to have to send another generation
to be cannon fodder later on.

T do not believe that Woodrow Wilson
was too visionary when he thought that
eventually we could achieve peace, and
that men could beat their swords into
plowshares and their spears into pruning
hooks. I believe that it can be ashieved,
but it cannot be achieved if we appear to
be weak. Regardless of how strong we
are, we can appear to be weak if we show
no willingness to use our strength, if
necessary, even if we build up a mighty
arsenal in an effort to deter war. We
must think, Mr. President, in terms of
the spectrum of deterrence. We need
our missiles, our strategic bombers, and
our Polaris submarines as a deterrent to
global war, to thermonuclear war, but let
us think in terms of the spectrum of de-
terrence—big conventional wars, little
conventional wars, small brush Tire
wars—let us try to deter any kind of war
which could ultimately escalate into a
general conflagration.

I submit we should confine the war to
the smallest possible front, by doing what
is necessary to win it, by intensifying our
effort, and not by “escalation”—which is
a term opponents who have criticized the
administration’s policy use as a scare
word—*“escalation” implies broadening
the front—using more sophisticated ef-
forts. The efforts should be intensified
to the smallest possible front.

Perhaps someday we can leave & little
better legacy to the generations that fol-
low us than has been passed on to my
generation or the generation now in Viet-
nam, if we will show the determination
to do so.

“Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield?

Mr. TOWER. I yield to the Scnator
from Tennessee.

Mr. GORE. I have listened to the
very able and reasoned speech of the
Senator from Texas. I wonder if he
would mind indicating more fully the
meaning of his reference to the need to
destroy the capacity of the enemy to
make war in South Vietnam. Whom
did he refer to as the enemy? I would
like to have more precisely his meaning,

Mr, TOWER. The enemy in this par-
ticular instance are the Vietcong and the
North Vietnamese. Hanoi is actively
waging a war of aggression against South
Vietnam by infiltrating great numbers, in
regimental and division strength, into
South Vietnam. These are not shirttail
militia; these are regulars. Hanol is
supplying them with the equipment nec-
essary to wage an active war, 'This is
the enemy.

Of course, in an indirect way, Peiping
is the enemy, because Peiping supplies
the hardware. Of course, Peiping is not
directly involved so far as troops or
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units of her armed services are con-
cerned. By destroying the capacity to
wage war, I mean to include specific
military targets. This is to be deter-
mined after careful study by the military
profession, who know what valid mili~
tary targets are and what are not. BY
that I mean destroy supply depots and
their -ability to supply the troops in
South Vietnam, their ability to manu-
facture armaments that might go into
South Vietnam. In other words, by de-
stroying anything that enhances their
ability to make war.

1 would like to make it clear, and I
have made it clear, I do not think it is
necessary to bomb the civilian popula-
tion. I do not think it is necessary to
destroy civilians in large numbers. Ob-
viously, if a military target is hit, certain
civiians are going to be jeopardized.
The Vietcong have engaged in wanton
killing of civilians merely for the pur-
pose of terrifying those citizens., I do
not advocate that, but I advocate at-
tacks against their ability to wage ag-
gressive war against South Vietnam.

Mr. GORE. Mr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. TOWER. Iyicld.

Mr. GORE. The Senator is very help-
ful. He has just said the effort should
pe to destroy their capacity to manu-
facture weapons, to supply troops serv-
ing in South Vietnam, and he has also
indicated that, indirectly, China is the
enemy. He indicated, thirdly, that sup-
plies of hardwarc were coming from
China.

Now, adding those together, is the
Senator advocating an attack upon the
supply lines or factories in China?

Mr. TOWER. Let me hasten to assure
the Senator I am not advocating any
armed attack against China. What we
should do is hit the lines of supply. The
supplics manufactured in Red China
should be destroyed after they get to
North Vietnam, or South Vietnam, if
that is possible.

No, I do not advocate destroying or
waging an attack against Red China.

There are some neutral countries that
are supplying certain materials to North
Vietnam. I do not advocate. that we
bomb them. But certainly I advocate
that we destroy the lines of supply—that
is to say, if we are going to conduct the
war. It scems to me that is basic to all
military operations. Napoleon said that
an army travels on its stomach. I as-
sume this also applies to all logistical
operations. It was our ability to destroy
their sources of supply when we were
bombing Germany that resulted in our
winning the war. Of course, we were able
to attack home industry, because we were
then at war with Germany. The same
is true of Japan. It was our ability to
destroy their lines of supply that resulted
in winning the war. I think it is going to
be necessary in this war. -

Mr. GORE. I thank the Senator for
his elucidation. It is my understanding
that the Senator is advocating a limited
war——

Mr. TOWER. As a matter of fact, I
have said let us confine the front. I do
not want us to be involved on a broader
front, but I am afraid we are going to
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have to later on. The statement I was
making is that if we allow the Commu-
nists to push us more and more, eventual-
ly we will have to resist them at some
place, and it will be more costly then
than it would be now. Thisis essentially
the line I take.

Mr. GORE. I am trying to discover
where the line of demarcation would be,
as compared to the views which the
Senator from Tennessee has expressed.
I have expressed the hope——

Mr. TOWER. I hope the Senator will
state them, because I did not have the
privilege of hearing his remarks.

Mr. GORE. I have stated, if I may
briefly recapitulate, that I thought our
goal would be to limit hostilities within
bounds which I thought would be reason-
ably manageable and that our country’s
goals in this conflict should be the
achievement of a tolerable political set-
tlement which would permit the dis-
engagement of combat forces. at the
carliest feasible time.

With that brief statement of the views
I have expressed to the Senator, would
he mind drawing some line of demar-
cation? I wanted to have an expression.
I assume the words mean the same tome
as they do to him.

Mr. TOWER. If I understand the
Scnator correctly, he is saying that the
objectives are limited, that our goal is to
achieve disengagement——

Mr. GORE. Achieve a political settle-
ment.

Mr. TOWER. Achieve a political
settlement.

Mr. GORE. Which would permit our
own disengagement of combat forces at
the earliest feasible time.

Mr. TOWER. I would- be perfectly
willing to if we could work out a political
settlement that would result in a dis-
engagement, provided such settlement
comprehended whai I understand to be
the minimum condition of the President
as expressed in his speech in Baltimore
last year, and that is to guarantec the
independence of South Vietnam.

I will settle for this by anyway we can
achieve it. I.believe that in the light of
the failure of the peace offensive. It was
not -our fault that it failed, hecause we
tried. I believe we allowed our passions
to be sorely tried in the process. We
restrained ourselves from bombing Viet-
nam in an effort to show good faith and
that we genuinely wanted a peaceful re-
sult. All that we got was belligerent
words thrown back in our teeth.

It appears we will now have to bring
more military pressure to bear before we
can achieve a climate that will result in
disengagement.

Mr. GORE. Myr. President, will the
Senator yield further?

Mr. TOWER. Iyield.

Mr. GORE. I thank the Senator very
much. He has added a great deal of
clarity to the statement, so far as I am
concerned. I thank the Senator.

Mr. TOWER. I thank my distin-
guished friend from Tennessee:

Mr. President, in conclusion I wish to
say that it is my fervent hope that the
Senate will not delay this matter further
and proceed to act on the supplemental
authorization. This is the least that we
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can do for the boys who are fighting a
dirty, rotten war and at the same time,
through their compassion, trying to help
the people of South Vietnam. They are
men who understand their mission prob-
ahly more clearly than many men in
public life in this country understand it:
men who de not complain; who are
proud of what they are doing: and who
are reflecting so much credit on the
United States.

It is more important in this world that
we be respected than that everybody ap-
Lrove of what we do.

Our motives are honest. We do not
seek to impose our systems of politics or
cconomics on any country that does not
want them. We do not seek territorial
aggrandizement. We are trying to create
a climate in this world in which all
peoples can aspire to self-determniation,
social and economic progress, and free-
dom, and have some reasonable hope of
realizing that aspiration.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that I may include certain docu-
ments to record the activities of our
troops describing exactly what civic ac-
tion is and how our troops are going
about it in aiding and helping the people
ol South Vietnam.

There being no objection, the docu-
mients were ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

| News release from U.S. Marine Corps]

PHU Bal: Monrt, oF COUNTERINSURGENCY

WASHINGTON, September 9.—Marine activ-
liy in the vicinity of the Phu Bai airstrip near
Hue is a model of counterinsurgency opera-
tions—n model heing followed by marines in
most village pacification activities. The pat-
lern requires apggressiveness, patience,, and
understanding.

Near Phu Bai, marines have gone to work
in five village complexes to develop the com-
bhination nf coniidence in the security from
lbe Vietcong, and confidence in the good
intentions of the marines. Security from
Lhe Vietcong is, as always, the basic frst
step.  Marines have swept the area, and
fnaw conduct patrols and ambush operations
on the periphery of their main area of opera~
tions to keep the Vietcong off balance. Back
in the villages, counterinsurgency actvities
are underway with vigor, and with good
results.

Medical. education, and engineering and
other civic action programs have been under-
taken. In addition, lecal popular forces are
being trained by the marines—including a
marine lieutenant who speaks Vietnamese,
and several squids of marine infantrymen
who are learning the language rapidly. The
Victhamese and Americans live, work, and
eul together in this training outfit. The
murines provide the popular forces with tac-
tivnl instructions; the marines in turn are
piven valuable information on the local sit-
nation—customs. Tanguage, religion, and
lerrain. 'There is i camaracderie among troops
involved in this program based on mutual
respect, and a sense of growing professional
vompetence.

‘'he rapid development of this popular
lorce is of particular interest when it is re-
called that, at Le My, a village near Da Nang,
internal security of the village is largely
handled by popular forces trained in that
vilinge since the marines’ arrival in May. It
is significant that the marines are accepted
completely by the villagers and are accorded
Lhe same treatment by the local officials and
merchants as the Vietnamese servicemen and
local inhabitants receive. They confide in-
tormation concerning Vietcong sympathizers
and active Vietcang and willingly undertalke
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to find out useful information about Viet-
cong activities and intentions.

The good relations are not achieved at the
expense of the Government of Vietnam, how-
ever. Marine civic actions are coordinated
through the local and district officials, and
relations with the Government and with
Vietnamese Army units in the area are ex-
cellent. The indications are encouraging.
Le My was a classic operation which brought
a village in o mere 4 months from under
Vietcong domination to a positive, pro-Gov-
ernment area in which the Vietcong are un-
welcome. Near Phu Bai there are prospects
of the same sort of achievement. There is
1o easy or quick path to success.

These Vietnamese villages are smull and
there are many of them near our bases. The
crderly process of pacification, achieved only
with patience. is being accomplished in the
3d Marine Amphibious Force areas. The
Lroblems of oacification are being identi-
fled and solved, and each day the Vietcong
can move freely in less and less of the coun-
bry. Each day they can impress a few less
men. Each day peace, prosperity, and secu-
rity loom up as a real possibility in Viet-
namese villages where the meanings ol these
words have never been demonstrated to a
child or teenager,

RECENT ACTIVITIES IN VIETNAM

It’s almost impossible for an American to
visualize what the years of Vietcong terror
and exploitation have done to the peuvple of
South Vietnam—the little people, furmers
and fishermen. who have no thought of poli-
t.cs and who just want to live in peace. It’s
likewise almost impossible to realize how
mueh our marines have done to bring them
the security snd peace that they want so
badly. :

Every cay we hear about the tactics, the
air strikes, the casualty rates, and other top-
ivs from Vietnam.

I'd like to spend a few moments discussing
some less sensational activities in Vietnam.,
The Communists have repeatedly stated the
iraportance of popular support for their so-
cclled wars of national liberation. With-
out the active support of the people, or at
least without their tacit support, a guerrilla
Irovement can’t hope to succeed.

As you're aware, the little people caught
up in the Vielnamese war will support the
Vietcong as long as the Vietcong can coerce
them into providing such support, and coer-
cion becomes a relatively simple process if
the people are convinced that their govern-
ment can't give them the security and pro-
tection they want so ardently. Once the
reople realize that their government is, in
fact, protecting them from the Vietcong,
their attitudes change dramatically.

Let me give you an example of how such
attitude changes are brought about.

A few weeks ago, a Vietcong patrol forced
2 woman, in a village near DaNang known as
Hao Lac, to serve as a guide for the patrol.
She led them to a marine outpost and tirned
them in.

Hao Lac was once a Vietcong-dominated
viilage in a valley which had been controlled
by the Vietcong for years. When the marines
first entered the valley, half of the people of
Huo Lac ran for the hills. The rest hid their
possessions. The children watched silently
in doorways when the marines passed. The
adults remained indoors. The Vietcong had
told the people that the Americans would be
their oppressors and that of the Americans
none were more cruel or terrible than the
marines.

The marines cleared the valley of Vietcong
and then set the stage for a remarkable
transition among the people. What chunged
the people from fleeing the Americans to
turning Vietcong over to them?

A few women put the health of :heir
children above the influence of Vietcong
propaganda anc sought aid from our Navy
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medical corpsmen. Soon sick eall in the
village and nearby hamlets was a common
practice. One corpsman stayed in the village
for 2 months helping the people, and in
the process learning Vietnamese. It is a sad
footnote that he was later killed in action.
Once they'd cleared the area, the marines
cooperated with Vietnamese agencies in a
program to restore the area which years of
Vietcong control had leeched dry.

The marketplace, closed for 5 years, was
reopened. The school was repaired. And
most important, with the area protected
against the Vietcong, native Vietnamese ex-
perts—nurses, a teacher, and others- could
once again work in safety. Other United
States and Vietnamese service agencies were
able to work in the valley after years of
having to bypass it because of the Vietcong.
The marines serving in the vicinity of the
village treated the villagers and farmers with
the consideration and kindness which comes
so naturally to Americans, and which is
absolutely essential to successful civic action.
When equipment or aid in a reconstruction,
project was requested by the village chief, the
marines provided it.

The villagers of Hoa Lac who originally fled
have long since returned to the valley. They
have removed the Vietcong booby traps
which were once everywhere. Once she had
security for her home and children it's small
wonder that the village woman turned those
terrorists over to the same marines who were
instrumental in bringing that security.

In a Jetter to a Marine battalion com-
mander, the Hoa Vang district representative
observed: “We have particularly noted that
all the marines of this battalion are inter-
ested in their work and are very brave. They
are very polite to the people of the area, and
they haven't teased the girls.” Courtesy has
always been a military virtue but I don’t
really believe we've ever been in a war—be-
fore this one—in which “teasing the girls”
had any military significance one way or the
other. This is truly a different kind of war.

There are many agencies, both Vietnamese
and American, ready to come into a secure
area and pick up where the troops leave off
to establish a better life for the people.
Security and civie action programs are only
the initial steps. Once these first steps are
taken, the better life comes for the people,
It becomes increasingly evident to the
people that the Vietcong—who have taken
their food, exposed them to war, impressed
their sons into service—have also denied
them access to the fruits of orderly govern-
ment and a decent life.

We've enjoyed some modest successes in
our programs to win the support of the Viet-
namese villagers. In cooperation with Viet-
namese armed forces we’ve instituted a pro-
gram of protecting the farmers’ praduce and
rice crop from Vietcong expropriation, and
assisting the more isolated farmers in getting
their crops to market.

In the four Marine coastal enclaves, about
5,000 civilian patients a week are treated by
Navy medical corspmen. Most of the pa-
tients are children who have never had any
opportunity for treatment of any sort. The
kids don't know about vitamins; but, like
youngsters anywhere, they’ll take anything
if a candy bribe comes with it.

As the Vietnamese people—the little peo-
ple in the hamlets and villages—come to
recognize the marines as their friends and
protectors, our flow of information about
the Vietcong increases. As our intelligence
gets better, we're able to eliminate more
Vietcong. As Vietcong casualties rise we're
able to bring a greater degree of security to
the countryside which, in turn, once again
increases the help we get from the people.
So you see, all of our activities—from com-
bat, through village rehabilitation and medi-
cal assistance, to not teasing the girls—
are designed to help the Vietnamese win this
war of northern aggression.
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RECENT ACTIVITIES IN VIETNAM

We're often asked about this thing called
civic action in Vietham and what our rote
is in the field of civic action and related
activities. First of all, civic action, in Its
broadest sense, is any step taken by military
units which contributes to social or eco-
nomic development and, most importantly
in a war of this nature, serves to improve the
standing of military forces with the popu-
lace. Civic action is conducted at all levels,
from an individual marine teaching a child
to read, all the way up the scale to the
use of large units on projects which are
national in scope. An example of a really
large project would be the development of
the Ohio River Valley by the U.S. Army Corps
of Engineers. The extensive road net built
by the Roman legions in the time of the
Ceasars is another example of a large-scale
civic action project. Obviously, marines in

Vietnam are not engaged in any such vast.

programs; however, I said that civic action
is taken at every level and, in a campaign
of the sort we're conducting in Vietnam, 1t's
often those individual or group local proj-
ects which pay the biggest dividends. Let
me give you a few examples of recent civic
action projects and related activities of ma-
rines in South Vietnam.

About 2 months ago, Sgt. John D, Moss, a
marine from Costa Mesa, Calif., who was ser-
ving with a photo-récon squadron at the Da
Nang airbase, bought a horse. Since then
he’s been in the pony ride business. Almost
any day of the week you'll find Vietnamese
children waiting for him to appear with his
horse. They don't know when, but they
know he’ll come whenever he has a little
free time and then they'll have an afternoon
of rides. As Sergeant Moss tells it, “They
love the horse and for a little while each one
of them is very happy. War is bad business,
but taking these little ones for a ride makes
them forget the ugly things for awhile. You
know, when I get about 20 of these children
laughing and arguing about getting on
‘Willle," I even forget the bad stuff myself.”
A big thing? Hardly, Just one marine’s
way of helping kids forget the recalities of
their world for a few moments. Contrived?
Hardly. Americans are known the world
over for their love of children; this is just
another minor example. What benefit do

we derive from activities like Sergeant Moss? .

Who can tell? The Vietcong have done
their best to paint us as invading barbarians.
As long as the Vietnamese people belleve
these lies we can’t hope to win their support.
Sergeant Moss and his horse Willie are help-
ing to prove them wrong,

Last June, the members of the 1st Battal-
ion, 83d Marine Regiment donated $200 of the
battalion’s Protestant church services fund
to the villagers of Hoa My near Da Nang.
The village had never had a Sunday school
and the villagers wanted one. They were
more than willing to provide the labor for
construction, .but they couldn’'t afford the
small amount of construction material which
had to be purchased. Today Hoa My has its
Sunday school. This is just another exam-
ple of marines helping the people of Vietnam
to help themselves.

These activities aren’t all conducted by in-
dividuals or small groups of marines. Many
of them are conducted by umnits as a normal
part of the unit’s service In Vietnam. Last
fall, a marine hellcopter squadron evacuated
an entire village of more than 1,500
Vietnamese who had been stranded by
rampaging floodwaters. The crewmen not
only had to face the normal hazards of flying
during the heavy rains but Vietcong sniper
fire as well. Marines throughout the Paclific
contributed blankets and clothing to assist
the hapless villagers. With helicopters al-
ways in demand, there are armchair tacti-
clans who might say that using this vehicle
for other than purely military purposes is
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a waste of resources. We don't think so. We
believe that no effort is wasted if it serves
to impress upon the Viethamese villagers that
their government, with our help, is striving
to bring security and peace to the country-
side.

Few of these efforts have immediate, vis-
ible results. For this reason, it is dificult to
assess their value in concrete terms. We've
seen some results, though, which tend to
support our view of the value of serving and
protecting the little people caught up in this
war. .

One example of immediate results occur-
red in the village of Le My.which is about
7 miles west of Da Nang. The Marines had a
lot of harassment in this area—sniping,
booby traps, punji pits—that sort of thing.
The villagers and the Vietcong would scat-
ter when our daytime patrols approached:
then at night, the Vietcong would move back
into the village and resume control. In
May, the 2d Battalion, 3d Marine Regiment,
moved into the area lock, stock, and barrel.
As part of a program of rural construction,
these marines removed all of the punji pits
from the paddies anhd the paths leading to
them, making it safe for the villagers to
work their flelds once again. Charts were
drawn up showing the villagers where fresh
water was located. After a few days the vil-
lagers started getting the message—the
marines were there to protect and help them,
not to suppress them as they’d been told by
the Vietcong. Once they got the true pic-
ture they commenced glvi: g active support
to the marines in their efforts to flush out
the terrorists. One aged, bearded clder saved
us a casualty by pointing out a booby trap
to & patrol. Later, two women assisted a
patrol by identifying a Vietcong trying to
evade the search party.

It's the single, isolated, little acts such as
these that convince us that our efforts are
worth while. The dominant theme of our
patrol actlons is: Capture or kill the Viet-
cong; make friends with and protect the
South Vietnamese. In this sort of war, the
use of friendship is often as important as the
use of rifies.

Dr. Bernhard Fall, author of “Street With-
out Joy” and “The Two Vietnams,” is fond of
telling this story: an old sergeant was taking
a training course in counterguerrilla opera-
tlons and the standard quotation by Mao
Tse-tung concerning the guerrilla being a
“fish who swims in a friendly sea” was used.
The Instructor had spent all morning im-
pressing his students with the importance
of depriving the guerrilla of his base of sup-
port among the populace. Toward the end
of the session, the instructor asked the
sergeant to explain what actions could be
taken by troops to dry up the friendly sea
without which the guerrilla couldn’t op-
erate. The grizzled veteran thought a while,
then answered, “Be nice to the goddamned
people.” Crude? Sure. True? Sure.
That’s what the civic action program is all
about.

A question has come up In the last few
weeks concerning civilian casualties as the
result of Marine ground action in Vietnam.
In its most common form the question is
usually stated something like this: “If the
success of the U.S. effort in Vietnam depends
upon winning the support of the villagers
for the Vietnamese Government, how can we
hope to win this support if our troops cause
casualties among the villagers and destroy
their homes and flelds?”

Pirst, it’s necessary to realize that we're
in Vietnam to assist the Vietnamese Govern-
ment in their efforts to climinate the Com-
munist Vietcong. In some areas the
Vietcong have turned whole villages Into
fortified strongpoints. Our military actions
in these areas lean more toward pure combat
operations than to civic action operations.
By combat operations, I mean the normal
process of seizing the strongpeint and kill-
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ing or capturing any Vietcong who have
chosen to remain in their fortified positions.
Because of the nature of the war, we often
put ourselves at a military disadvantage by
warning the populace beforehand of the im-
pending attack., These warnings consist of
instructions to the villagers to evacuate, the
safe areas in which they may congregate
during the attack; and the purpose of the
attack. Every effort is made to spare the
aged, the women, and the children during an
attack. Even those who, through fear,
choose to remain in the village are enticed
from hiding, if possible, and evacuated.
When the attack begins, there is no great
artillery or mortar preparation as in normal
combat. Marine infantrymen advance with-
out the benefit of covering fire, often in the
open. If no hostile fire is received, they
conduct a house-to-house search for Viet-
cong, their weapons, fortifications, and sup-
plies. When enemy material is discovered,
it’s destroyed; as are any buildings which
have' been fortified. Nothing is destroyed
which is of no military value to the Viet-
cong. Marines do not destroy houses for
the sake of punishment or the sake of im-
pressing the villagers with the futility of
assisting the terrorists. Since a great deal
of effort is expended in village improvement
once the village has been declared clear, our
marines are careful about destruction of
buildings,

Occasionally, a few terrorists will choose
to remain in a fortified village in the hope
of killing a few marines. When this hap-
pens, the village search often involves the
exchange of small arms fire and the careful
selective destruction of obviously fortified
dwellings.: Sometimes innocent villagers are
flushed out by the shooting and are caught
in the crossfire. Sometimes other innocent
villagers who choose or were forced by the
Vietcong to remain in the fortified build-
ings or tunnels become casualties during the
course of the attack. These casualties are
as rare as the Marines can possibly make
them and still not hamstring their combat
efforts. As the commanding general of the
Marines in Vietnam has stated on this sub-
Ject: “We are taking all possible steps to
avoid such occurrences.”

We're in Vietnam to win. Winning re-
guires the support of the people. Every ma-
rine in Vietnam is aware of this fact. There
have been civilian casualties in every war,
sometimes massive casualties. This is not
that kind of war and it won't become that
kind of war through any action on the part
of U.8. Marines.

[From Pictorial Living, Feb. 13, 1966]

LEATHERNECKS IN VIETNAM ARE WINNING
FRIENDS IN A “WAR WITHIN A War”
(By. Doug Storer)

A few weeks ago, the mayor of Da Nang,
the Vietnamese town whére we have estab-
lished our largest ailrbase, paid a surprise
visit to a Marine field hospital there, With
him was a local delegation laden with flowers,
all come to thank the Americans for what
they had done for Vietnam. Just as a formal
speech was being made by the mayor, a little
Vietnamese girl who was with the group
broke away, darted up to the bedside of a
wounded marine and placed in his hand a
battered, much-loved plastic doll. Then,
still without a word, the little girl ran shyly
from the room.

A touching gesture of pgratitude? Very.
But more important still, it was a singular
victory for the Marine civic action program
in Vietnam,

I first heard of this remarkable program
when I was In Vietnam recently. The Viet-
namese war 1s a strange one. For us it is a
counterguerrilla war, and success must be
measured not® only in land taken and Viet-
cong killed, but in gaining the trust and
confidence of the people,
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Both sides are battling for this same ob-
jective with the result that there is now a
“war within a war” being fought in Viet-
nam. Gen. Maxwell Taylor recently de-
seribed it as a “desperate war’” make neces-
sary beecause “there is more than a military
victory to ne won in Vietham.”

This victory is for the minds of ihe people.
To achieve it, the Vietcong follow up their
military attacks with Communistic prop-
aganda and ferrorism; we follow ours with
clvic action.

‘I'he strategy ol civic action is simple. As
s00n as o village is occupied: help the suf-
fering people, offer them friendship, bind up
Lheir wounds. provide them with what they
ueed to get going again.

‘I'his direect, humanitarian effort has made
iriends quickly for the marines in some
parite of Vietnam, but in areas where the
Vietcong had ypreviously been long en-
lrenched, it has tanken a lot of hard, palient
work on the part of the weary Leather-
necks to win over the villagers muade hostile
by anti-American  propaganda. Although
terrilied by the Vietcong, the people have
been taught by the Communists to fear the
coming of the Americans cven more.

““Ihe Araericans will steal your posses-

sions,”” the Communists have told them.
“They will kill, cripple, and torture your
peouple, Even lake food from your children.

And remember, of all savage Americans, none
are more cruel, violent, and treacherous than
Lhe marines.”

Civic action “weapons” to win the people
are food. clothing, and medical supplies,
uvuilding materials, and tools. But there are
many others, some measured by “‘heart valve”
alone, such as a litile girl’s first doll--the joy
of learning simple numbers on the pgun-
callused hand of a big, kindly marine—a
magical pair of glasses for an old man who
Lhought dim eyes could never see again-—a
aidwifery kit for an obscure hamlet where
delivery and death, far too often, go hand in
uand-—the loan of a bulldozer to a poor
farmer toe help him brenk ground for spring
olanting.

Many of the “wenpons” come from CARE
packages—but they're CARE packages with a
Adiffercnee. Thesc are specially put together
by that famed organization of marines who
wnow exactly what is needed to win friends.

‘These, and many more, are the varied
"weapons” of Kindness and compassion used
Hy the marines in this humanitarian war—a
war the marines nre winning.

‘'ne signs of victory in this war are not
always sensational and might pass unnoticed
by us, but they are unmistakable to the
arines.

‘They know, for instance, that civic action
fias achieved a victory when a Marine chap-
tain is invited to give the first service in a
little mission church which, after being
hombhed out by the Vietcong, the marines
iave rebuilt with funds from their own
ilender paychecks.

In another case, a clinic which was set up
under a Lhatched roof in a village square was
wrnored by the peopie for weeks; the medics
walted but no one came. Then a young Viet-
vamese mother, wary still of the Americans
she had been taught to hate, but desperate
ior her sick child, brought the baby to the
clinie  for treatment. A few injections
worked wonders, the mother ceased to hate,
iold others of her child’s recovery and in a
titile while the clinic was swamped with
cullents,

Occasionally, there is a very dramatic vic-
Lory. Not long ago the marines finally occu-
aled o village where the Vietcong had been
in control for more than 2 years, The people
of Lhe village had heen taught their lessons
»i hate and fear.

ilowever, the marines put civic action to
work immediately and waited patiently for
lite program to win over the people. But al-
tiiough Lhe people accepted the food, the
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supplies and the help, they showed no signs
of friendship or trust.

One day, though, while five village women
were out fishing on the Han River in a sam-
pan they were hailed by a Vietcong, a former
Communist inhabitant of the village, who
asked their help in smuggling him back into
the village.

Hoisting the man into the little boat the
women slowly paddled back to the village.
There they rowsd along the bank until they
spotted a marine sentry whereupon they
boldly picked up the suprised Communist,
dumped him into the water and signaled the
sentry on shore with loud screams of “Viet-
cong. Vietcong.”

‘The action of these women in delivering a
Vietcong to the Marines was n great break-
through and soon after the whole hard-core
village fell to civie action and its humane
program.

Wherever the war to frer Vietnam is
fought, successes for the marine civie a-tion
program are occurring nll over that u=afor-
tunate country.

And the Vietcong are feeling the pinch.
As friendship grows for the Americans among
the Vietnamese people, the enemy guerrillas
find fewer and fewer places in which to hide
out.

Up until recently, civic action—which the
marines created as a voluntary progrim—
has been suppcrted mostly by the marines
themselves.

Now you can join these gallant men in
this tight for freedom.  All you have to do to
help the marines help the people of Viet~
nam is send a contribution, no matter how

small, to The Marines CARE, 1028 Con-
necticut Avenue NW.,, Washington, D.C.,
200386,

| News Release from U.S. Marine Corp: |
A War WITHIN a War

WASIIINGTON, September 14.--A war within
the Vietnam war is being fought by Amer-
ican Marines, armed not with guns but with
simple, American-style kindness and under-
standing.

¥For the U.S. Marines, Vietnam is a new
kind of warfare. It is a war like no other,
but with rules as old as mankind. It is a
war that demards the cold-blooded courage
te storm into battle, then the warmheurted
kindness to comfort the victims—-the hun-
gry, naked chiléren caught up in the night-
mare of conflict.

Tt is a war of frontline diplomacy where
one careless azt can have costly conse-
quences. It's a war where words backed 1ip
by deeds are equally as important as good
marksmanship and brilliant battlefield tac-
tics.

Vietnam is a war where both sides are
battling to win the minds of the people;
where victory for either side depends on the
geod will of the people rather than the phys-
icnl aceupation of land.

There are nc textbook answers for this
kind of war. The Marines are writing the
manual for proo.ems as complex as human
nature itself. It is often frustrating and the
results are slow in showing. But it is begin-
ning to pay off.

LeMy is a vilage complex which nestles
along the south bank of the winding Ca De

River about 7 miles north of Da Nang. The
travelog narrator would describe it as a
typical, sleepy little tropical commuaity,

graced by swaying palms and golden vice-
fields.

& few weeks cgo, LeMy was a Commuinist
stronghold—wel! entrenched and well booby-
trapped. LeMy was the major Vietcong sup-
ply center for the entire valley leadins in
from the Ho Chi Minh infiltration trails.

The Vietcong of LeMy were preparing for
an all-out attack on the vital, bustling air-
base at DaNang, just as other Vietcong had
already hit Bien Hoa and Pleiku to the scuth.

Fresident Johnson saw fit to call in the
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marines. The village of LeMy lived in foar
of the day American marines would come.
The Communists had told them how brutal
the Americans were. The marines, they said,
were the worst.

As the point squad of the 2d Bat<alion, 3d
Marines approached a single shot rang out.
A marine, struck in the shoulder, buckled
and fell to the ground. The sniper disap-
peared. Not one villager had seen him.

The guerrillas hid in bunkers as the
marines came to give food and clothing to
the villagers. One by one, the marines
tripped mines and booby traps. One by cne,
the marines dragged the guerrillas from their
holes.

The villagers were startled to find mines in
their front yards. They were startled to find
the guerrillas living underneath their
thatched huts.

“Why can’t we just round up these people
and march them through in front of us?"
asked one frustrated squadleader.

“That’s not the way we do it,” he was Lold.
“We've got to win them over, then hope
they’ll point out the mines and the booby
traps and the guerrillas.”

Lt. Col. David Clement, commander of the
battalion, decided to make his stand at LeMy.
“Somebody’s got to win the war,” he said.
“To do that, we have to win the people.
We've won a few around here. We'll win
some more.” .

Clement’s marines patiently went on with
the difficult task of making friends. It taok
time. And more than one marine died [rom
a sniper’s shot while giving out food. But
the Vietcong, by his fierce anti-American
propaganda, unknowingly made the job
easier.

When the villagers got used to the smiling
faces under camouflaged helmets; when their
hunger was sated by the extra rice; when they
saw their women were not raped; when their
sores began to heal after the corpsmen doc-
tored them, they began to change their
minds,

LeMy Village today is the showcase of ihe
Marine Corps. Clement’s marines have re-
built bridges destroyed by the Vieteong.
They have reopened the school for the first
time in 7 years; the marketplace, closed for
5 years, is now open.

Maj. Gen. Lewis Walt, the burly, quiet-
natured Kansan who commands the Mariues
in Vietnam, believes the patience from the
beginning is paying off.

“We're reaping rewards we never really ex-
pected,” he says. ‘“Just a few weeks ngo,
some 1,600 villagers west of here suddenly
decided they wanted no more to do with the
Vietcong. They wanted to leave their village
and be resettled in a safe place. But they
were afraid to start walking for fear the Viel-
cong would start shooting them.

“We took our hclicopters out and they
crawled aboard, carrying all they could, leav-
ing most of their possessions behind. It was
guite a sight.

“Then, just the other day,” said Walt, “five
women were out in a sampan when they were
stopped by a Vietcong. He wanted a ride to
their village. When they got to LeMy, they
pushed him out and began screeming, ‘Viet-
cong. Vietcong.'”

‘The success at LeMy is enabling the
Marines to beat the Vietcong at his own
game. When Clement’s marines patrol the
jungles around LeMy, they leave stakcouts
behind where the now friendly villagers have
reported guerrilla activity. A fire team of
three or four marines hides in the jungle
for days at a time, waiting for the Vietcoug
to come out of his hole.

Students of guerrilla warfare have long
declared the importance of the people to Lhe
overall victory., The marines are taking les-
sons from the masters.

Red China’s Mao Tse-tung summed it up
decades ago: “The people,” he said, “are the
water in which the partisan fish swim. The
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fish can flourlsh only if the temperature of
the water is right.”

Mao felt it important enough to admonish
his guerrillas with “three rules and eight
remarks’ on dealing with the people:

“All actions are subject to command,

“Do not steal from the people.

“Be neither selfish nor unjust.

‘‘Replace the door when you leavée the
house.

“Roll up the bedding on which you have
slept.

“Be courteous,

‘“Be honest in your transactions

“Return what you borrow.

“Replace what you break.

“Do not bathe in the presence of women,

“Do not without authority search the
pocketbooks of those you arrest.”

No successful guerrilla leader has falled
to realize the importance of the people.
One expert of another era, T. E. Lawrence
(of Arabia), noted that the guerrilla “must
have a friendly population, not actively
friendly but sympathetic to the point of not
betraying rebel movemenhts to the enemy.”

Another more recent expert, Gen. Vo Ngu-
yen Giap, Hanoi’s defense minister and the
victor at Dienblenphu, describes™ guerrilla
warfare as ‘“neither more nor less than the
mobilization of the rural masses.”

Giap, in the Indochina War, gained the
will of the rural masses by giving them the
land they worked, and by killing off the un-
popular landlords and government tax col-
lectors. R

Point nine of the Vietcong “ocath of hon-
or” is “to help the people, respect the peco-
ple, and defend the people in order to win
thelr confidence and affection.”

The Communist guerrilla goes a step
farther to gain this all-important commu-
nity support—terror. Communist leaders
have written: “Where voluntary community
support is not spontaneously forthcoming
at the outbreak of the struggle or cannot be
sustained at the desired level, the guerrilla
movement must resort to terrorism to com-
pel such support.”

“Terror,” they say, “is the guerrilla lead-
er's most potent weapon.”. Then they add,
“The use of terror, to be effective, must be
absolute.”

Vietcong terror has been absolute. Litcr-
ally thousands of village chiefs, town may-
ors, tax collectors, schoolteachers, and other
government officials have been beheaded by
the Vigtcong, usually in full view of the
helpless community.

Even more peasants, farmers, fishermen,
womnen, and children have died in terrorist
bombings, on minhed highways, and in
wrecked ftrains.

The Asian Communist counts on one
thing. The West, with deep-rooted humani-
tarlan ideals, reacts to bloodshed and pro-
tracted violence with a troubled conscience.
They will not meet terror with terror.

American marines believe the concept of
terror to be false. In the long run, they
have found, kindness is the most potent
weapon against the guerrilla., The marines’
war within the Vietham war is one of friend-
ship. And it works.

Maj. Ben Ferrell, a drawling, former Tyler,
Tex., lawyer, is civil affalrs officer for General
‘Walt’s 3d Marine Amphibious Force, His job
is making sure that 80,000 marines make
friends with the Vietnamese.

“We have no special setup for clvil affairs,”
he explains. ‘“We work through the chaln of
command. Unit commanders go see the vil-
lage chief and determine what the needs
are—medical, public works, food, clothing,

“While some marines protect the village
against the Vietcong, others dig wells, make
water points, build bridges, dikes, and roads.

“Most readily accepted, I suppose, 1s med-
1cal ald. The people are a bit reluctant at
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first to come In for sick call. But give them
a few days, and let a corpsman clean up a
few dirty kids, and they come in droves.”

The LeMy ald station, set up at almost the
same spot where the first marlne died in com-~
bat, 1§ now treating some 200 Vietnamese
patients a day.

“Our Navy doctors and corpsmen,” says
Ferrell, “are ambassadors with bandaids.”

LeMy village near Da Nang is Just one ex-
ample of the marines’ war within the Viet-
nam war., Walt's command of 30,000 men
stretches out over 200 miles, in four enclaves
nrlong the coagst of South Vietnam.,

In the center of each enclave is an airbase,
vital in the Vietnamese Government’s war
against the Vietcong. The alrbases must be
defended.

Around each of these airbages are battal-
ions of young American marines living in
the mud of foxholes with no more than a
rubber poncho for a roof. Thelr conditions
are hardly as good as the refugees of the war
they are fighting. But somehow, between
skirmishes, the marines find time and energy
to help these refugees.

In the hills around Qui Nhon, 150 miles
south of Da Nang, leathernecks of the Sec-
ond Battalion, 7th Marines, have set up a
roadside cafeteria offering free rice cooked to
guit local taste.

Fifty yards away a tent has been erected.
It 1s manned by two Navy doctors, three med-
ical assistants, and an ambulance driver. A
few of the people are reluctant to stop and
be treated for fear of Vietcong reprisal, but
the crowd increases daily.

Hospital Corpsman Kenneth Blackwell, of
Fresno, Calif., says there were no people at
all when the Marines first arrived. As the
days passed, he said, the villagers- started to
reappear—curious and afrald at firs¢. They
found the Americans friendly and they re-
sponded.

At the Hue-Phu Bai enclave, 40 miles
north of Da Nang, the Marines have added
another orphanage to their long and grow-
ing list. Some 200 pounds of clothing, col-
lected by Marlne wives 1n Hawail, has been
delivered to the 500 children at the St. Paul
de Charles Orphanage.

A Marine helicopter crewman who helped
give out the clothes, sald it 1s debatable who
gets more satisfaction in the effort.

“This time yesterday,” he sald, “I was on
a combat mission, Today, I'm giving clothes
to kids. This job is more satisfying. Maybe
it's more important, too.”

At Da Nang, Sgt. John Moss, of Costa
Mesa, Calif., has found another way to wage
this war of friendship. About 4 months ago,
he bought a small horse. Since that time, he
has been in the ponyrlde business.

“When I show up with Willie, the horse,”
he says, “kids come running from every-
where, War is bad business, especlally for
the kids. Taklng them for a ride makes
them forget the ugly things for a while. For
a few moments, each ohe of them 1s very
happy.

“You know what?"” he added,
get the bad stuff myself.”

The Marines are waglng this war of friend-
ship with every weapon they have. Iriend-
ship sometimes comes In a ean—a can of C-
rations in the outstretched hand of a ma-
rine—for wars have traditionally produced
scared, hungry people—and big, friendly
marines,

Friendship sometimes comes in a bottle of
pills or sirup—a bottle of modern science
to treat such things as pneumonla where a
pack of herbs on a victim's chest had been
the remedy.

Friendshlp comes in the 'ba.ttle scarred
hands of a marine infantryman, teaching a
Vietnamese boy to count in English; or
hands giving what is probably the first real
doll to a little girl destined by the fate of

“I even for-~
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guerrilla warfare to spend her youth in an
orphanage.
Friendship, the marines have learned, is

-the weapon to win this war within the Viet-

nam war.

“The Vietcong,” says Lt. Col. David Clem-~
ent, “have neither the firepower nor the
reserve to counter us, When we can swim
in the sea of people as well as they can,
then we're going to win.”

Mr. TOWER. Mr. President, in addi-
tion I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the REecorp a statement by Adm.
Arleigh Burke, of the Center for Strategic
Studies, which is perinent to the matter
under discussion today.

Theie being no objection, the state-
ment was ordered to be printed in the
RECORD, as follows:

STATEMENT ON VIETNAM TO THE HOUSE FORr~
EIGN AFFAIRS SUBCOMMITTEE ON THE FaAR
EAST AND THE PACIFIC BY ARLEIGH BURKE,
FrBRUARY O, 1968

The North Vietnamese have falled to give
any indications whatever of a willingness to
negotiate the conflict in South Vietnam ex-
cept on terms which would essentially re-
quire the withdrawal of U.S. forces and in-
fluence from southeast Asia, and specifically
South Vietnam, and thereby abandon the
free people of southeast Asia to eventual
Communist domination.

These conditions are, of course, unaccept-

able to the Unlited States bécause they are
inimieal to our national Interests and secur-
ity as well as to the interests of the free
people of Asia.
. And yet the North Viethamese battalions
which have heen sent into South Vietnam
have been badly mauled by the military
power of South Vietham and the United
States. The Vietcong, controlled by Hanol,
have had most of their terrorist operations
thwarted, although they have been successful
in some of their terrorist activities against
both the South Vietnamese and the United
States and allled forces.

North Vietnam is a small country whose
war effort is supported by both the Soviet
Union and Communist China. North Viet-
nam could not continue its aggressive pene-
tration into South Vietnam without this
heavy support.

An examination of the relative power
available to South Vietnam and the United
States, and that available to North Vietnam
and its Communist allies, clearly indicates
that North Vietnam cannot hope to succeed
in its efforts to conquer South Vietnam as
long as both sldes continue to fight.

Under these circumstances, then, it is de-
sirable to examine why it 1s that North Viet-
nam continues in her efforts to take over
South Vietnam when her prospects for suc-
cess appear to be 50 small.

It is evident from the events of the past
several months that the North Vietnamese
have not been convinced that they cannot be
successful.

There are three possible reasons which
Ho Chi Minh and his advisers may have for
their conviction that if they fight hard
enough and long enough, they will be suc-
cessful.

The first 1s that they may hope for a spec-
tacular military disaster to some elements of
the United States and allied forces now in
South Vietnam. If military disaster should
occur to our forces in South Vietnam, the
North Vietnamese might expect that the peo-
ple and the Government of the Unlted States
would be go shaken that they would with-
draw our military forces in support of South
Vietnam.

This possibility, I belleve, 1s remote.

The second and more probable possibility
is rooted in the history of Vietnam. The
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Vietnamese fought against the TFrench for
years. In the fitst 7 or 8 years the Viet-
namese were defented time after time. After
years of this secmingly hopeless struggle,
they eventuanlly defeated the French on the
battlefield at Dienbiecnphu.

Dienbienphu has great significance. In
this battle a European army was defeated
by an oriental army. In this battle a mod-
ornn Buropean army equipped wilth modern
weapons was dereated by indigenous forces
largely equipped with obsolcte or captured
weapons., In this battle an army cf a nation
which hnd both air and naval supnort was
defeated by an army which had neither.

T'he significant point of the camnaign ter-
minating the bat'.le of Dienbienphu was that
the persistence, stnmina, and will t» win of
the Vietnamese forced an ipnominious defea
upon a powerful Westorn nation.

ljut as has heen polnted out by many
writers, the French campaign in Indochina
tailed not primarily because of the combat
counditions in Indochina, but because of the
conditions in Paria. The Freach Governmant
and the French people had lost their will to
resist the Communist takeover of the Far
Tiast. The sacrifice of many gallant French
woldiers was in vain because the French pro-
vle and the FPrench Government withdrew
Lheir support of the campaign in Indochina,
and France was again defeated.

T'he gradual reduction of the will to resist
communism in France was not an accidenta
event. ‘T'here weve at that time many Com-
munist organizations in France, the principal
one being the Communist Party, which con-
Linuously conducied psychological warfare on
liie French people and the French Govern-
ment. They were ably supported by Com-
munist-sponsored  organizatiors in  other
countries. They were also supported by non-
Communist orgsnizations ard pcople in
i"rance who unwittingly accepted the Com-
munist propaganda as being true. Imvor-
Lant segments of the French mnss media
supported for oie reason or another the
Uemmunist-front groups in the manipul t on
of public opinion in order to reduce popular
support of the Crovernment’s resistance to
Communist aggression. It is interesting to
note that the insistence of the Fiench Com-
munist, Party on giving in to the demands of
o Chi Minh led to their complete ouster
lrom the French Government under Premier
Ramadier. The French electorats apparently
had enough of the Communists in 1947, but
Lthe continual governmental paralysis served
Lo weaken the French commitment in Indo-
china., The ultimate result was thot as far
a8 Prance was concerned, she eventiually sur-
rendered southeast Asia to the Communists.,

‘I'he important point here is that the North
Vietnamese proved to themselves that if they
continued aggressive military and terrorict
operations againsl France, and at the same
iime the whole Communist appoaratus con-
ducted psychological warfare in  France
against 1urther resistance to Communist
domination of Indochina, they would drive
out the French, At first they failed. Even-
Lually they succeeded.

‘'herefore, it is possible that Mo Chi Minh
and his advisers are convineed that if they
do fight hard enouth and long enough and
conduct a sufficient number of terrorist
agperations, and if at the fame time the
worldwide Communist movemsont conducts
3 slobal psychologicnl warfare compaign di-
cocted at the United States and other free
world nations, they will be aklz {0 rencat
their vietory over ¥rance, and the United
Gbates will evenlually withdraw, with the
consgequences of their victory over the most
prowertul nation teing inspiration for further
appressions with good chance of success. In
shart, they may Dbelicve that 1hey have
greater stamina than the United States, and
Lhat the losses they will surely suffer will be
more than counterbalanced by the tremcen-
dous gains accrulng to the Communists if
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the United States suffers military or diplo-
matic defeat.

The third possibility is that the North
Vietnamese may be convinced that the
United States will eventually negotiate on
their terms, with perhaps some face-saving
device for the United States and our nllies.
The United States has made extraordinary
and unprecedented efforts to hegotiate in
South Victnam. The United States has maide
many suggestions as to how these negotia-
tions could take place, and all of them have
been rudely rebuffed by Hanoi. The North
Victnamese may believe that if they continue
thelr aggression and if the heavy propaganda
is continued, the time will come when they
can offer to negotiatz under such conditions
that South Vietnam will come under com-
plete Communist control through negotia-
tion., They mayv believe that the public
demonsgtrations and many statements of
prominent U.S. citizens indicate that cven-
tually the majority of the people of the
United States and the U.S. Government will
bz willing to accept Communist domin:tion
of all of southeast Asia in the name of prace.

Although the s=plit between the Soviet
Union and Ccmmunist China has been
widened and irtensified, it brheoves us to
bz realistic about the reasons for the split.
Bozh Communist hierarchies intend for com-
miunism Lo dominate the world, and as Ilitler
did, they have rcpeatedly said so. The So-
viet Union believes that the most eflivient
wiay to accomplish this is through a détente
and boring from within. The Chinese Com-~
munists believe that the only way is through
violent revolutiosn.

It is probable that these diffcrences of
opinicn will cortinue to intengify, and there
even be bosder elashes and actual comn-
baos between the Soviet Union and Red China.
But as long as Liussia and China are ruled
by Comraunists, they will both attemypt to
dzatroy all non-Communist nations and to
cxtznd their centrol and domain over the
world. Therefore [ do not anticipate that
thoe Zovict Union will, in any meaningful
way, khelp us out in the long run. The So-
victs may Lry to create conditiors in which
Rcd Ching and the United States are locked
in direct conflict, in the hopes that we both
w.ll wear ourselves out, and the Soviet Union
cculd then, in our weakened condition, both
talke charge of the worldwide Commnunist
movementt, and dominate most of the world.

Is this e true, then the Sovict Union, as
one of the principal patrons of the Viet-
namese war, w.ll be interestced in keening
us embroiled in Vietnam for as long a prriod
as possible.

Grave choices now confront the United
States, but =o tiey have for a number of
years in Vietnar, If we withdraw Ifrom
South Victnam cither because of a military
dzfeat or by means of negotiation, and South
Victnam comes under the control of the
Communists, we will scon have lost our
leading position in the world.

What if we cscalate slowly, as has been
advocated? Slow escalation means protract-
in> the war—noi, only timewise but cost-
wise, [If there is any one lcsson of past
cold war crises, taat is to act swiftly bofore
the Communists compound aund compi-cate
the crisis. On the other hand, if we fallow
escalation a bit vt a time, the total cost to
the United States for eventually freeing
South Vietnam from th- Communists most
likely will be greater in both men and,
resources.

What is the alternative? It is to taks the
difficult step of not only increasing the in-
tensity of the war on the ground, but also
bleckading North Vietnam, minirng Haipliong
harbor, destroying all the military installa-
tions in North Vietnam regardless of their
location, and wusing whatever means are
necessary to prevent Communist supplies
from coming into South Vietnam through
Laos and Cambadia,.
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Some say this course of action runs the
risk of direct conflict with Red China. It
does, but the present course doecs too. The
new course would make it Red China's clear-
cut decision to initiate or not to initiate that
conflict. The military operations can be
suspended at any time if the North Viet-
namese simply withdraw from their aggres-
sive actions to take over their neighbor to the
south.

The present course of piecemeal escalation,
however, runs a greater risk of bringing in
Red China by piecemcal decisions on her
part.

Finally, there is one overwhelming conclu-
sion about the war in southeast Asia: until
the North Vietnamese and their sponsors are
convinced that we really intend to prevent
their tzkcover of South Vietnam, they will
continue their aggression.

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I
rise in support of S. 2791, a bill to au-
thorize the supplemental appropriation
of $4.8 billion for military procuremecent
madec necessary by the fighting in South
Vietnam.

This measure, as it has been outlined
for us by the experienced, respected, and
wise chairman of the Committce con
Armed Eervices, would approve the
appropriation of funds for the purchase
of weapons; for military construction
projects; and for various research, de-
velopment, test and evaluation pro-
grams. Of the $4.8 billion involved,
$3.4 billion is meeded immediately for
aircraft, missiles, tracked vehicles, am-~
munition, spare parts, and other typcs
of hardware used by our fighting men
in southeast Asia. A large proportion
of this equipment is required to replace
materials already destroyed or expended
in combat.

Every member of the Committoe on
Armed Forces, after hearing expert
testimony, agreed that this authorization
was vital to our troops on the battle-
field, if they are to carry out the mis-
sions assigned to them. It is imperative
to eliminate the shortages that now
exist and that will worsen if not quickly
remedied. If we delay further in the
passage of this authorization, we will
have to assume responsibility for an in-
creased number of American wounded
and dead.

Mr. President, the Senate has bheen
deliberating over S. 2791 since Wednes-
day of last week. During that time,
several Senators have pointed out the
fact that there is no language in this
measure either defending or challenging
the current policies of the United States
in southeast Asia. Al that this par-
ticular legislation seeks to do is to make
possible the appropriation of the moncys
required to maintain military personnel
already operating in a perilous and
dangerous combat zone. It would assure
that those men have enough of the best
cquipment which we back home, can and
must supply, in order that they can do
the jobs assigned to them by their gratc-
ful Government.

Is this not the least that we can do
for those men who daily risk their lives?
Is it too much to ask that we curb our
tongues, suppress our desire to demon-
strate our knowledge with respect to
forecign wolicy matters, at least until this
bread, butter, and guns bill is out of the
way? Would the sacrifice we would be
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making be anywhere equivalent to that
which our boys overseas are making?
I think not.

Today, over 200,000 American troops
are stationed in South Vietnam; an ad-
ditional 100,000 are based in Thailand
and patrol the waters off the coast of
southeast Asia. These young men are
not architects of foreign policy. They
are not privileged to sit in the councils
that guide this Nation’s destiny. They
are given orders by their superior officers,
and in the highest tradition of service
{0 their country, they carry those orders
out as efficiently and effectively as they
can with that equipment which they
have at hand. I say again, we supply
that equipment and it is up to us, the
Congress, to make certain that the sol-
diers and sailors, airmen and marines,
have in hand the tools to accomplish
their assigned tasks with a minimum of
personal risk and a maximum of
effectiveness.

Mr. President, I do not believe that I
could stand to bear my share of the
burden of guilt that would fall on the
shoulders of Congress should we fail to
discharge our responsibility to those men
in southeast Asia who look to us for life-
giving support.

I cannot believe that any Member of
this body would want to accept the snuff-
ing out of an American life because a ma-
rine ran out of ammunition or an infan-
tryman could not be given sufficient air
cover.

Mr. President, there is no gquestion
that Congress could bring about a direct
confrontation with the President of the
United States over the policy currently
being followed in southeast Asia by re-
fusing to raise the money required to
maintain our military positions in South
Vietham. But, were we to do so, let us
remember that we would make it impos-
sible for the President to carry out his
constitutional responsibilities of direct-
ing this Nation’s foreign policy, and his
equally awesome responsibility of being
this Nation’s Commander in Chief in
time of limited or of total war. Should
this irresponsible course be followed in
this particular instance, it is clear be-
yond the peradventure of a doubt that
the real losers in such a clash would be
the young men serving in Danang, in
Chu Lai, in Cam Ranh Bay, the men of
the 1st Cavalry, the men of the 3d Ma-~
rine Division, the pilots of helicopters
and warplanes who—deprived of the
means to wage battle—would be quickly
driven into the sea by the onslaught of
a determined and implacable enemy.

Mr. President, it has been stated by
some that the consideration of S. 2791
offers the Senate a prime opportunity to
question and attempt to change our pol-
icies and programs.in Vietnam. They
believe this body should extend its de-
liberations to criticize every facet of a
policy that has already been scrupu-
lously examined time and again by three
Presidents, a host of administration of-
ficials, and the Senate Committee on
Foreign Relations and the House Com-
mittee on Foreign Affairs. A few Sen-
ators would have us review again a
course of action this country has been
embarked upon since we adopted the
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program of aid to Greece and Turkey in
1947, and—more specifically—sirice we
put our hand and our seal to the South-
east Asia Treaty Organilzation in 1955.

Even before this pending appropria-
tlon authorization was brought up,
there had been countless hours of
speeches delivered in this Chamber with
respect to our position in Vietnam. In
addition, there have been many days of
nationally televised hearings before the
Committee on Foreign Relations and
every expert, every Senator, and every
columnist has had his say, or has had
his opportunity to have his say. With
respect to those hearings, it seems to me,
Mr. President, that from the discussions
and the thousands of words which have
been written by every real and every
self-appointed expert on South Vietnam,
there have merged only two conclusions.
First, that the President and the critics
of his policies in Vietnam, in truth and
in fact, share basic common goals; sec-
ond, that the critics of the President’s
foreign policies have been able to find
no shorter, no easier, no more logical
paths to the goals which we all seek
than the ones which the President is
today pursuing,

It goes without saying that today
everybody wants a negotlated peace, and
the President, if my memory serves me
correctly, publicly and clearly made the
point that he wanted a negotiated
peace—so long as we did not have one
which would sell out the rights of the
South Vietnamese people or abandon
our principles in a wild and hysterical
pursuit of peace at any price. It is
obvious to all that the alternatives of
abject surrender and retreat, on the one
hand, and all-out- nuclear war, on the
other, are unacceptable,

So far as I can determine, no one,
from the President: on down, likes the
situation in which we find ourselves at
the present time nor the situation which
started developing in South Vietnam in
1954, when the United States made its
first commitment to the people of that
country. Surely, the revered and re-
spected President John F. Kennedy did
not like the situation which he inherited
in 1961, when the Communists began
stepping up their activities against the
people of South Vietnam.

I should like to read some excerpts
from the public papers of President
Kennedy with respect to this subject.

On September 12, 1963, at a news con-
ference, President Kennedy was asked:

Mr. President, in view of the prevailing
confusion, is it possible to state today just
what this Government’s policy is toward the

- current Government of South Vietnam?

President Kennedy responded as fol-
lows:

I think T have stated what my view is and
we are for those things and those policies
which help win the war there. That is why
some 25,000 Americang have traveled 10,000
miles to participate in that struggle. What
helps to win the war, we support; what in-
terferes with the wor effort, we oppose. I
have already made it clear that any action
by either government which may handicap
the winning of the war is inconsistent with
our policy or our objectives. This is the test
which I think every agency and official of the
U.S. Government must apply to ail of our
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actions, and we shall be applying that test in
various ways in the coming months, although
I do not think it desirable to state all of our
views at this time. I think they will be made
more clear as time goes on.

But we have a very simple policy in that
area, I think. In some ways I think the
Vietnamese people and ourselves agree: we
want the war to be won, the Communists to
be contalned, and the Americans to go home.
That is our policy. I am sure it is the policy
of the people of Vietnam. But we are not
there to see a war lost, and we will follow
the policy which I have indicated today of
advancing those causes and issues which help
win the war.”

That was a statement by President
Kennedy in 1963. It was about as un-
equivoeal a position as anyone could
take. 'That was the President’s policy
then; so far as the junior Senator from
Florida is concerned, that is my policy
today.

Quoting . again from the public papers
of President Kennedy I read from a mes-
sage to President Diem on the occasion
of the eighth anniversary of the Republic
of Vietham. The message is dated Octo-
ber 23, 1963, and is as follows:

DeaR Mr. PresipENT: On behalf of the
American people I extend greetings and best
wishes to the Republic of Vietnam on its
eighth anniversary. On this occasion I wish
once agaln to express the admiration of the
American people for the unfailing courage of
the Vietnamese people in their valiant strug-
gle against the continuing efforts of com-
munism to undermine and destroy Vietnam-
ese Independence. The Unlted States of
Americe has confidence in the future of the
Republic of Vietnam, in its ability both to
overcome the present Communist threat to
their independence, and to determine their
own destiny. We look forward to the day
when peace is restored and when the Viet-
namese people can live in freedom and pros-
perity.

JoHN F, KENNEDY.

I emphasize this line in particular:

The United S8tates of America has con-
fidence in the future of the Republic of
Vietnam, in its ability both to overcome the
present Communist threat to thelr independ-
ence, and to determine their own destiny.

It would appear to me that the Presi-
dent of the United States had no inten-
tion of imposing on the people of South
Vietnam any government that was not of
their own choosing.

I cite another quotation from Presi-
dent Kennedy’s papers. At a press con-
ference on November 14, 1963, the Presi~
dent was asked:

Would you give us your appraisal of the
sltuation in South Vietnam now, since the
coup, and the purposes for the Homnoclulu
conference?

The President replied as follows:

The PrRESIDENT. Because we do have & new
situation there, and a new government, we
hope, an Increased effort in the war. The
purpose of the meeting at Honolulu—Am-
bassador Lodge will be there, General Harkins
will be there, Secretary McNamara and
others, and then, as you know, later Ambas~
sador Lodge will come here—is to attempt
to assess the situation: what American
policy should be, and what our aid policy
should be, how we can intensify the struggle,
how we can bring Americans out of there.

Now, that i1s our object, to bring Americans
home, permit the South Vietnamese to main-
tain themselves as a free and independent
country and permit democratic forces within
the country to operate—which they can, of
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course, much more freely when the assault
from the inside. and which is manipulated
from the north, is ended. So the purpose of
the nieeting in Honolulu is how to pursue
Lhesa objectives.,

TUnder President Kennedy, in order to
meet our commitments to SEATO and
Lo the people of South Vietham, we were
fonreed to raise the level of our assistance
and our manpower from a few hundred
1o over 25,000.

Surely President Johnson did not like
thie situation which he inherited in late
1563 and carly 1964, when the Commu-
iists, sensing and smelling a military
victory, increased their pressure and
thicir manpower moving from North
Vietnam into South Vietham. Again,
more men were required to meet our
commitments to South Vietnam and to
freedom.,

T4 was obvious, and, in fact, I know of
no men—even in the circles of retired
military personnel—who contend that we
would nof, have been driven out of South
vietnam and the pcople of South Viet-
nam subjugated to the cruel tyranny of
the Communists, had we not increased
our manpower and our efforts to the level
of above 200,000.

I should think that every responsi-
ble individual understands that America
rannot simply abandon pledges that date
back to the administration of Dwight
Yisenhower. We cannot lay down our
arms and abandon the people of South
Vietnam to bloody slavery mercly be-
cause it has become bothersome, expen-
sive, or even difficult for us.

Surely we have walked far beyond the
“last mile” in auest of an honorable
peace in southeast Asia. American cn-
voys have traveled to all the major
world capitals with which we maintain
rilations. In addition, they have gone to
the capifals of smaller nations, and they
have even made contacts with countries
with which we do not normally have
diplomatic relations in an effort to find
some pathway, some partly opencd door
which might lead to the table where ne-
sotiations for an honorable peace could
Lo undertaken.

AL considerable risk to its men and to
ils tactical position, the United States
crased bombing North Vietnam for 37
days while the first thrust of the peace
cifensive was launched. The only re-
snonse to this pause was a demonstrable
and provable increase in the infiltration
oi Communist men and arms from North
Vietnam into South Vietnam, and an in-
crease in the abuse and the invective
voured upon this Governinent and upon
its President.

»ir, FPresident, the gpoverniment of
ifanni in the novth, which is the father
and sponsor of the Vietcong in the south,
fxas left no doubt that it will continue its
aypression until it has achieved its aim
W eonquering Snsuth Vietnam ond driv-
iz out the United States. They will
pursue that course until they are finally
convinced that we have placed a military
victory over South Vietnam beyond their
Teach.

Neocause we have seen that the carrot
alone has no effect, we have been con-
sirained to reapply the stick. We have
had to match foree with force, to meet
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aggression with steadfastness and deter-
minatioh. Our ©policy has revolved
around this one, steady principle—that
we will do whatever is required of us to
prescrve the right of self-determination
of the people of South Vietnam.

As the distinguished chairman of the
Coramittee on Foreign Relations said on
August 6, 1964, cduring the debate on the
southeast Asia resolution:

It sheuld be mare equally clear to these—
meaning Communist—-regimes, if it is not
vet sufficiently clear, that their aggressive
and expansionis: ambitions, wherever ad-
vanced, will meet precisely that degrec of
American opposition which is necessary to
{rustrate them,

Mr. President, that was the statemont
of the distinguished chairman of :the
Foreign Relations Committee.

The day after these words were spoken,
the House of Representatives and the
Senate, with only two dissenting votes,
approved the southeast Asia resolut:on,
which came t¢ be known in scme
quarters as the Gulf of Tonkin resclu-
tior.. This resclution gave to the Presi-
dent the support of Congress:

To take all necessary steps, including the
use of armed foree, to assist any member or
protocol state of the southeast Asia coliec-
tive defense treatv requesting assistatice in
defcnse of its freedom.

Mr. President. I am convinced that
Congress must affirm its support for the
American fighting men in southcast
Asia—and for this Nation’s policies in
that area—by passing S. 2791 immedi-
ately and overwhelmingly.

We must demonstrate conclusively
once again, to both friend and foe, that
the debate over American policy in Viet-
nam does not show weakness or sharp
divisions in our national resolve. We
must prove and establish that, behind
the clouds of discussion, there stands a
strength of purpose and a unity of will
that will not ke shaken from within or
frem without.

Mr. President, there can be no greater
indication of unwavering determination
to keep our commitments, to live up to
cur written anc spoken word, and to aid
the people of South Vietnam, than quick
and decisive acrion by the Scnate of the
United States on the passage of this nxili-
tary anthorization program to assist our
boys in South Vietnam.

I believe that the overwhelming seriti-
ment of the Scrate is as I have exprecsed
it tvday, that the vast majority would
like to get to an immediate vote for the
recsons which I have outlined and for
othor reasons which I have not touchod
upon.

When wa do vate, I believe that it -#ill
be clearly and eloquently demonstraied
that indeed a vast majority of the Sen-
ators support cour Presiderit and our
poiicies in Vietriam, for, in my judgm: nt,
there will not e five votes against ihe
measure.

Nr. Presidents, I yield the floor.

Iv[r. CANNON. Mr. President, the cuvr-
rens debate on our Vietnam policy which
has been contiruing with increacsed e¢omn-
fusion and dissention, demands, I be-
lieve, that all Senators carefully asiess
the case that has been laid before us
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and reach that judgment which is re-
quired of the Congress.

We have pending a bill designed to
provide the military means through
which the thousands of American boys
in southeast Asia can pursue our objec-
tives there. Indeed, the funds sought
involve their very safety and the success
of their dangerous mission.

It seems to me that there could have
been a more appropriate vehicle for this
debate. We could discuss a new Senate
resolution rather than a supplemental
military appropriation which iavolves
the safety of our forces as well as the
success of a military venture which will
have a lasting effect on our global pol-
icies and effectiveness.

I do not wish to leave any doubt of my
own position, which is based on expres-
sions I have heard from my constituents,
my work on the Armed Services Com-
mittee and the Preparedness Subcom-
mittee, and my personal observations of
the situation in southeast Asia.

Our commitment spans the adminis-
trations of three Presidents. It is based
on our sacred pledge to an ally, and is
bolstered by the southeast Asia resolu-
tion of August 10, 1964,

My own conclusions are drawn from
many factors, most important of which
was my inspection of the critical points
in Vietnam where we have constructed
powerful installations, provided excellent
facilities, and made plans for carrying
this war to a suceessful conclusion. From
what I saw there, we are making great
progress in aiding a people determined
to preserve their freedom and in provid-
ing a situation which will lend itself to
the long-range political stability of the
country.

I believe the President has exhausted
every honorable and peaceful recourse
available to him in recent weeks.

The 37-day moratorium on bombing
North Vietnam was virtually unpre-
cedented in the history of warfare. It
made the alternatives crystal clear to the
enemy and demonstrated our desire for
negotiations to all the world.

There were those who suggested to the
President that there be additional delays
in resumption of hostilities and addi-
tional emphasis on our peace offensive.
At that time I wrote to the Presiden
stating my views and ecmmenting on the
damacge that was being done to our posi-
tion by what seemed to be an indefinite
but one-sided cessation of hostilities.

Mr. President, I ask unanimous con-
sent that my letter to the President of
January 28, 1966, be printed at this point
in the RECORD.

There being no objection, the lcttor
was erdered to be printed in the Reconrn,
as follows:

JANUARY 28, 1966,
The PRESIDENT,
The White FHouse,
Washington, D.C.

Drar Mr. PreEsIDENT: It has bcen widely
publicized that some Members of holh
IHHouses of the Congress have made writlen
aud- verbal appeals to the Commander in
Chief to continue the cessation of bombiug
in North Vietnam. These critics maintaia
that there are hopes for a peaceful resolu-
tion of the conflict at this time, and that
stoppage of bombing raids can further tliese
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hopes.  If this would accomplish the desired
results I would be in complete agreement,

But every shred of responsible testimony
that I have heard and studied and every ob-
servation I have made personally in that part
of the world, convinces me that these advo-
cates of a soft approach in South and North
Vietnam completely misread Communist in-
tentions, strategy, and the will to continue
a war which they believe—perhaps rightly—
they are winning.

Our policy has suffered in South Vietnam,
just as it suffered in Korea, from a too heavy
reliance on ecivilian advice and a reluctance
to permit the military commanders to ac-
complish our limited military objectives.

In my view, the opinions of virtually every
responsible U.S. military commander are
contrary to our present policy. They recog-
nize, and I agree, that the present experi-
ment in halting the prosecution of the war
can prove exiremely expensive in terms of
American casualties. I strongly believe that
we should resume bombing of targets more
strategic than those that have thus far
been hit, and that you give serious consid-
eration to a port blockade of Haiphong
which will partly seal out ald to North Viet-
nam from the outside world.

It is my further view that we cannot face
the other alternatlves, which to date have
included suggestions which translate only
into surrender and/or appeasement.

Again I urge you to pursue strategic bomb-
ing policies which will increase the pressure
on the enemy to a degree sufficient to bring
him to the conference table.

Respectiully yours,
Howarp W. CANNON.

Mr. CANNON. Mr. President, what
has happened since those 37 days? How
confused our forces in Vietnam must be
to hear at this late date that the very
reason for their sacrifices and risks is
being strongly questioned at the highest
responsible levels in Washington., How
1ate an hour for some of us to rediscover
the basic truths of the cold war and the
basic nature of our adversary.

The truth is that we are indeed facing
a determined and capable adversary
whose defeat will require far greater ef-
fort and far greater sacrifices here at
home and in the field than have been
ventured to this date,

This is the nature of the challenge to
our will in Asia. We were tested in
Berlin and in the Cuban missile crisis.
Now our determination is again being
tested. The stakes are different, but the
game is the same. I believe that our
response must continue to be firm if we
are to continue our role in world leader-
ship.

I believe that, in the implementation
of these policies, the course the Presi-
dent is following is correct and inescapa-
ble. Furthermore, in my judgment, the
majority of the American people are
behind the President. Americans are
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unwilling to write off the freedom of
Asians to determine their own destiny.

Our task for the present, then, should
continue to be one advising the South
Vietnamese in their drive to suppress
aggression and to build their nation and
their life as they choose. Concurrently,
we should continue our initiatives to
bring about the peace which is so essen-
tial to progress in all of southeast Asia
and the rest of the world.

What we ask of the enemy in Vietnam
is clear and simple. Secretary Rusk has
put it aptly:

We are not asking them to surrender a
thing except their appetite to take over
South Vietnam by force.

Our objectives in Vietnam are limited.
But our hopes for success are unlimited,
for they reflect our hopes for our own
people and for people everywhere.

So, I urge my colleagues to suspend the
argument of how we came to be in Viet-
nam and instead vote on the bill at hand
to provide our valiant fighting men who
are giving their blood and their lives,
the material and equipment necessary to
do the job.

I urge the Senate to take immediate
action and pass the pending legislation,
thereby -supporting our American fight-
ing men and affirming our support for
the policy being followed by the Presi-
dent.

Myr. President, I submit we have
reached the point where this debate—at
this point in time—mo longer serves a
useful purpose.
talking and get on with the more urgent,
immediate need of supporting our mili-
tary men in convincing our adversary
that their aggression must be abandoned
and the dispute settled by negotiation, -

OFFICE OF ECONOMIC OPPORTU-
NITY GIVES POVERTY PROGRAM
GRANT TO MARY HOLMES JUNIOR
COLLEGE

Mr. EASTLAND. Mr. President, Mis-
sissippi has been shocked over an an-
nouncement from the Office of Economic
Opportunity that the Mary Holmes Jun-
ior College has been given a poverty pro-
gram grant of over $5 million for a so-
called child development group.

Mr. President, this is particularly
shocking to Mississippi because this is
the same organization, the same person-
nel that so thoroughly discredited the
poverty programs over the Nation in 1965.
Out of a grant of $1,400,000 approxi-
mately one-third was ealled into serious
questioning by the U.S, Government au-
gitors and has not yet been accounted

or.

Mr, President, I understand that this

Let us be dohe with,

3747

Mary Holmes Junior College is a shadow
organization that is being used as a
front to evade the necessity of consult-
ing the Governor of my State upon those
programs. It is also widely thought that
this is a device to funnel funds into the
extreme leftist civil rights and beatnik
groups in our State, some of which have
definite connections with Communist
organizations. Mr. President, education
of children is the furthest thing from
their minds. '

The Senate Appropriations Commit-
tee investigated this and made recom-
mendations that these irregularities he
thoroughly explored. It is my under-
standing that the irregularities have not
yet been resolved. Moreover, this ap-
parently is a rival organization to other
grants that have been made in Missis-
sippi to reputable leadership. :

It is my opinion that if this grant is
not recalled it will discredit the entire
program not only in Mississippi but over
the Nation.

ADJOURNMENT

Mr. INOUYE. Mr. President, if there
is no further business, I move that the
Senate stand in adjournment until to-
morrow at 12 o’clock noon.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 4
o’clock and 59 minutes p.m.) the Senate
adjourned until tomorrow, Thursday,
February 24, 1966, at 12 o’clock meridian.

NOMINATIONS
Executive hominations received by the

" Benate February 23, 1966:

In THE Navy

The following-named officers of the Naval
Reserve for temporary promotion to the grade
of rear admiral subject to qualifications
therefor as provided by law:

LINE

Ralph S. Garrison
Stewart W. Hopkins
States M. Mead
Chester H, Taylor, Jr.
Edelen A, Parker
John H. Hoefer
Jim K, Carpenter
William 8. Mailliard
Alvin A. Peterson
Dallas F. Jordan
MEDICAL CORPS
Robert A, Conard, Jr.
Richard H. Kiene
Robert E. Switzer
DENTAL CORPS
Francis J. Fabrizio
SUPPLY CORPS

Charles W. Shattuck James E, Gay
Leslie T, Maiman Paul N, Howell

CHAPLAIN CORPS
Ray C. Tindall
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to the United States are a vital, con-
tributing group of citizens. They know,
as few can who have lived in freedom
all their lives, the speed and ease with
which liberty can be stolen and the suf-
fering endured until it is regained.

Most of all, on this day we look to the
future and resolve that we will never
recoghize the Soviet annexation of the
Baltic States and we will never forget
the true Estonia which must one day
again be free,

Section 14(b) Battle Just a Prelude?

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. DONALD RUMSFELD

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. RUMSFELD. Mr. Speaker, an
editorial in a recent issue of the Chicago
Daily News on H.R. 8282, a bill which
proposes sweeping changes in the unem-
ployment compensation program, dis-
cusses some of the possible dangers of
the legislation and cautions the Congress
to examine the proposal with great care.

There is increasing concern among em-
" ployers in the Chicago area about these
suggested revisions, and I join in urging
a thorough analysis of the proposed legis-
lation by the Congress before action is
taken.

The editorial follows:

SECTION 14(b) BATTLE JUsT A PRELUDE?

‘We are glad to see the Senate Kkill the pro-
posed repealer for section 14(b) of the Taft-
Hartley Act—the section that enables States
to make their own laws regarding compulsory
unionism. ZLabor leaders’ main interest in
the repealer has been, we are convinced, to
have the Federal Government relieve them
of the need to persuade workers to joln their
unions, and to augment their own strength,

That strength has been amply demon-
strated in the last few years, in strikes affect-
ing the entire economy, as well as the sur-
vival of whole citles. As the New York tran-
git strike made clear, the need is net to aug-
ment that power, but to bring it under some
kind of discipline when it menaces the pub-
lic welfare.

Now Charles Nicodemus of the Dally News
Washington bureau reveals that the repeal
of 14(b) was, In the eyes of at least somne
labor people, a secondary target at best, and
perhaps only a smokescreen. What orga-
nized labor really wants from Congress this
year, he concludes, is far-reaching changes
in the structure of the Federal unemploy-
ment compensation program.

Changes already proposed would:

Broaden coverage and greatly extend un-
employment benefits.

By setting up Federal standards and im-
posing tax penalties for noncompliance, whip
into line those States whose own laws lagged
behind the Federal norms.

Here is a framework for establishing a
guaranteed annual income by indirection and
opening doors to grave abuses. Ultimately
such measures could produce a condition in
which the employer had the responsibility
Tor supporting the employee, whether he
worked or not, until the Federal Government
took the dependent off the company’s hands
with an cld-age pension,

This involuntary largess would steeply in-
crease taxes on employers while encouraging

incompetents to ride free, and the unscrupu-
lous to cheat.

Before this train of consequences is invited,
we look to Congress to examine with utimost
care each proposal and the whole package of
proposals to be lald before it this year. .

For the entire system of free, private en-
terprise depends upon the employer’s ability
to maintain a balance between efficiency and
costs—a balance already sorely threatened in
many cases by soaring taxes and wages. If
a new set of laws is now to increase both ends
of the burden—undermining efficiency while
sharply raising the costs of production—the
resilts could be ruinous.

3

On a Theme From Kennan

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
oF

HON. WILLIAM L. SPRINGER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr., Speaker, Jo-
seph Alsop, when he is in the field, writes
excellent articles from firsthand knowl-
edge. I do not know of anyone who
has put the issue in a more straightfor-
ward fashion than Mr. Alsop as he has
in his February 23, 1966, column, “On a
Theme From Kennan.”

ON A THEME FrOM KENNAN
(By Joseph Alsop)

Bancror.—Nearly 16 years ago, George F.
Kennan, working at fever heat, dashed off
his first draft of a famous policy paper. On
the basis of the arguments therein set forth.
President Truman made his magnificently
courageous XKorean decision, and a long
chain recaction of Asian disasters was thus
averted, albeit at heavy cost.

If one can trust the transmlitted versions
of Kennan’s recent Senate testiinony, he has
by now forgotten just about all the argu-
ments he assembled for presentation at the
Korea meetings at Blair House. But with re-
gard to this country, he is at least quoted
as admitting that an American retreat and
surrender in Vietnam would have an ‘“‘unfor-
tunate” effect.

‘“Unfortunate” is a pretty mild word for
the reality. The Chinese Communist For~
eign Minister, Chen Yi, has quite openly de-
scribed Thailand as “next” on the agenda
after Vietnam to at least one Western visitor
in Peiping. And the preparations for an as-
sault on Thalland’s independence are quite
plain for anyone to see.

In order to grasp the nature of these
preparations, it is first of all necessary to
grasp the basic facts of Thailand’'s geogra-
phy. Briefly, the mountainous northeast-
ern part of the country and the southern
provinces on the Malay Peninsula are both
fairly inaccessible from the center, and both
reglons have non-Thal populations.

The northeast, with its Lao and Viethamese
inhabitants, and the extreme south, with its
Malays, have therefore been selected as the
prime targets by the Communist planners in
Pelping and Hanoi, In the southern prov-
inces, a base was provided by the Commu-
nist guerrillas who fled into the Thal jungles
after the failure of the assault on Malaya.
In the northeast, the Vietnamese who fled to
Thailand during the French war also offered
useful human raw material. :

A good deal has already been published
about this Communist effort in Thailand.
But its coldly calculated character has never
been well conveyed. In the southern prov-
inces, for instances, secret jungle camps were
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organized, where recruits from the villages
were Intensively trained by the refugees from
the Malayan war.

Many scores of recrults from the north-
eastern provinces were also conveyed in secret
into the parts of Laos controlled by the North
Vietnamese army (from which solemn treaty
obligations of course required the North Viet-
namese troops to be totally withdrawn 4 years
ago). A hundred or so of the most im-
portant agents were even taken by sea to
Hong Kong, and thence into China, for ad-
vanced training.

In this manner, guite serious though still
limited guerrilla movements have by how
been organized in both the target areas. The
ruthless terrorism that is such a charac-
teristic feature of “liberation’” movements,
has begun on a considerable scale. In short,
the pattern is clear, down to the last de-
tail.

As of now, it is not an especially alarming
pattern, since the Thal Government has or-
ganized energetic countermeasures. But let
the Unilted States take the advice of George
Kennan and his friends. Let the Vietnamese
war end in a retreat and a surrender, Then
anyone with the smallest knowledge of Asian
affairs can foresee that the effect in Thailand
will be quite dramatically “unfortunate.”

To be sure, Senator FULBRIGHT'’s antiad-
ministration witnesses do not seem to have
included many persons with any knowledge
whatever of Asia. If one may judge from
this distance, a good specimen witness was
Prof. Hans Morgenthau, whose errors of basic
historical fact concerning southeast Asia
have been so crude and glaring that his pose
as an expert is in the nature of a comic
turn.

Yet the double standard that now pre-
vails is still a bit bewildering. Think, for
instance, of the outery that would be heard
from people of Morgenthau’s stamp, If the
CIA were discovered to be attempting in
North Korea, or even in North Vietnam, any-
thing comparable to what the Chinese and
North Vietnamese Communists are quite
openly attempting here in Thailand.

Even more bewildering, one must add, is
the total carelessness of consequences and
the flat refusal to face unpleasant facts. For
these preparations for an attempted take-
over in Thailand, please remember, are un-
doubted, well-established facts. And there
can be no doubt that the shock of an Amer-
ican retreat and surrender in Vietnam would
open the door wide for this attempted Com-
munist takeover.

Hon. Fred E. Bushey

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
OF

HON. EDWARD J. DERWINSKI

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr, DERWINSKI. Mr. Speaker, we
are all saddened to hear of the passing
of our former colleague from Illinois,
Fred E: Bushey. Mr. Busbey served with
great distinction in the House for four
terms and was recoghized on both sides
of the aisle as an extremely conscien-
tious, knowledgeable legislator. He was
also cherished for his warm personality
and the genhuine respect which he had for
his colleagues here in the House.

During his service, Mr. Busbhey repre-
sented portions of the district ‘which I
am now honored to serve. He was
always respected and rememlizred in
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week, the League of United Latin Amer-
ican Citizens, commonly known as
LULAC. I know, {from personal experi-
ence, of the fine work they are doing in
nromoting the welfare of U.S. citizens of
Tatin American ancestry. In my dis-
irict, there are scveral active LULAC
chapters which are especially distin-
ruished for their efforts to increase voter
registration and participation among
Lheir members and in the community at
large.

I'he members of LULAC in my district
are also noteworthy for the strong social
conscience which they manifest. They
have often given voice to their concern
about the general welfare at the local
and State level, promoting not just the
cause of their own members, but of all
their fellow citizens. Their participa-
tion in Project Head Start in many com-
munilies is one example of their concern
for all the members of our society.

I would not want to forget, Mr.
HSpeaker, the fiestas which the LULAC's
sponsor, which highlight the life of many
communities and which not only enter-
Lain, but educate us all to the heritage
which they possess. Such occasions
serve a highly valuable function in pro-
moting goodwill and respect among the
peoples of differing ancestry who live
together in our country.

Mr. Speaker, I join with other Mem-
bers of Congress in stating that the
League of United Latin American Citi-
#ens is to be commended for the activities
of the past 37 years and wished all possi-
Ile success for their future efforts.

February

81 AN ot o

Aaron J. Racusin

EXTENSICN OF REMARKS

DF

HON. GEORGE A. SMATHERS

¢ pI.ORIDA
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday. February 23, 1966

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. President, I
ask unanimous consent to have printed
11 the Appendix of the RECORD remarks
which I have prepared concerning the
roeent elevation of Mr. Aaron J. Racusin
to the position of Deputy Assistant
Secretary of the Air Force for Procure-
ment Management.

There being no objection, the remarks
were ordered to be printed in the Recorp,
as follows:

HTATEMENT BY SENATOR SMATHERS: AARON J.
LiacuseN, DEPUTY ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF
THE AIR FORCE FOR PROCUREMENT MANAGE-
MINT
Ltecentlly an appontment was made in the

Tlepartment of the Air Force elevating Mr,

Anron J. Racusin to the position of Deputy

Assistant  Secretary of the Air Force for

Procurement Manapement.  This appoint-

ment results from recognition of experience,

dedication, and unusual akility as demon-
sirated by & most deserving public servant,

Ay chairman of the Subcommittee on Gov-
crument Procurement, Senate Committee on
Hmall Business, T have been aware, for many
yaars, of Mr. Racusin’'s contribution to the
small husiness community. With Mr, Ra-
cusin in this new position, T am certain that
Llie Air Force small business program will
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continue to grow and the small business-
man's interests will be carefully safeguarded.

1 is heartening to note that Mr. Racusin,
a career civil servant who har worked at all
steps of the procurement ladder and whose
experience and knowledge have made him
pacticularly accredited, has been eleviated
to this high post. I am equally pleased that
the Air Force has shown unusual wisdom in
selecting a man of Mr. Racusin's caliber to
implement the congressional mandate in
benalf of the small businessman.

e i R RGOS s -

Americanism

HON. W. E. (BILL) BROCK

GF TENNESZEER
1N THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVLS
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. BROCK. Mr. Speaker, in these
times when freedom is being tested
throughout the world, our country con-
tinues to lead in the fight for liberty.

Miss Eva Harris, of Dayton, Tenn.,
recently won first place in a Jaycette
sponsored Americanism essay contest at
Rhea County High School. Her paper
clearly links the future of our Nation
with the historic past and points to pa-
triotism as the cement that binds our
country together.

T have unanimous consent that her es-
say on Americanism be inserted in the
Appendix of the RECORD.

AMERICANISM
{fiy Eva Harris)

“"fhese are the times that try men’s suuls.
‘L'he summer soldier and the sunshine patriot,
will, in this crisis, shrink away from the scrv-
ice of their country; but he that stands it
now, deserves the love and thanks of man
and woman. What we obtain too cheap., we
esbeem too lightly; it is dearness that gives
everything its value.” So were the thougzhts
thet Thomas Paine expressed in his famous
works, *“The Crises.” These were written
during the Revolutionary War in which
Americans were fighting for their frecdom
from England.

People came to America from England be-
cause they desired freedom-—complete free-
domn. that they were not getting at home.
After settling here, the people were still con-
trol.ed by the mother country and were not
given the *“rights as Englishnien” as had
been promised in their charters.

The Americans declared their independ-
ence on July 4, 1776, in the formal petition
sent to the King. This petition being re-
fused, they then resorted to arms to prove
to the mother country that they were de-
Lermined to be free and have all political
allegiance dissolved. Through hardships and
toll, cold of winter, and unequipped soldiers
was the Revolutionary War fought. But
hapoy was the day and long to be remom-
bered when King George finally had to yield
and grant independence to our country.

A young nation developed, a constifu-
tion—the greatest document in Thistory—
was adopted, and a strong central govern-
ment was established.

As time passed on and additional Stites
were developed, there arose diiferences be-
tween the commercial North and the agri-
cultural South. So great grew these diffzr-
ences that war resulted——ancother long, hard
war to prove further the liberty on which
America was founded.

Our Nation has been in other wars, ¢ivil
and worldwide. All of these have been to

AIM

prove that Americans love liborty so much
they cannotl let go of it.

The Englishman, Thomas Paine, who came
to America to fight for the colonists in the
Revolutionary War, said that God planned
the war; that He intended for America to
become a democratic country and an example
to all the world. Truly it does seem that
God has always led our country to victory,
not only in the Eevolutionary War, but in
other wars as well. America has heen blested
until today it is the richest Nation of the
world, economically speaking.

Today almost 200 years later are we siill
in the “times that try men’s souls”? Do
we, as Americans of the present day, reully
love and appreciate our country as our great
men of the past, such as George Washing-
ton, Thomas Jefferson, Abraham Lincoin,
and others have done? Are we the sumuwer
soldiers and the sunshine patriots shrinking
away from service and esteeming it tloo
lightly? Can we fully realize thc price the
early leaders of our country had to pay for
the liberty we enjoy so much today?

Never will words be powerful enough to
express the debt we as Americans today owe
to the Americans of the past. This debt can
never be paid, even in fraction, but it is
the duty of every American to try every day
of his life by showing his love and patriotism.
Our motto should be the words of the
familiar song ‘“America”: “My country ’tis
of thee, sweet land of liberty, of thee I
sing.”

Estonian Independence

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

HON. PAUL H. DOUGLAS

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE SENATE OF THE UNITED STATES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. DOUGLAS. Mr. President, on
February 24, 1966, Estonians all over the
world are recalling the re-creation of
their free independent nation. Forly-
eight years ago on this date the people
of Estonia constituted the Republic of
Estonia, and thus reestablished their na-
tional independence which they had lost
in the course of imperialist Russian ex-
pansion toward the West.

But the Estonian people were able to
enjoy their freedom for merely two dec-
ades. The new masters of Russia—the
Communists—with their Red army over-
ran and occupied the country during
World War II. This flagrant assault
against her peaceful neighbor initiated
Soviet Union’s westward march for
world domination. Thus, in it the be-
ginning of today’s international tensions
and threat to peace may be found.

Since this event, the Estonian people
have been suffering under the oppressive
yvoke of their Communist taskmasters.
Their lot under the Soviet neocolonialist
rule has been of the vanquished; btut
they still have held fast to their con-
fidence that Estonia will regain her frce-
dom and independence. Their hope for
that rests in the main on the United
States as the acknowledged leader of the
free Western World.

We recall Estonian Independence Day
each year to reaffirm our friendship and
support of the people in Estonia for
whom freedom is still a memory and a
dream. The Estonians who have come
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goverhmental circles and in the various
'communities he represented in south
suburban Cook County, and his untimely
passing was noted with great regret by
his constituents who still considered him
to be an outstanding gentleman and
warm friend.

Johnson Inscrutability Sparks Flap

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. J. ARTHUR YOUNGER

DF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. YOUNGER. Mr. Speaker, many
of us have wondered how the decisions
at the White House are made in regard
to Vietnam and perhaps the attached
column by Charles Bartlett, which was
published in the Evening Star of Feb-
bruary 21, sheds some light on the meth-
ods used by this administration in arriv-
ing at their decislons, especially the
operation followed by the President.

JOHNSON INSCRUTABILITY SPARKS FLAP

(By Charles Bartlett)

President Johnson would agree with
Sophocles that “quick decislons are unsafe
decisions” but the long uncertainty on his
strategy for the next phase in Vietnam is
responsible for generating the flap which has
enlivened the Senate and unsettled the
country.

The decisions have now been,made and the
flap will soon subside. But the uncertainty,
stirred by the bombing pause, by the jet
fiights of the President’s emissaries, and by
signs that the war may be expanded if it
cannot be negotiated, has somehow scarred
and presumably weakened Johnson’s leader-
ship.

His rapport with the publie, Congress, his
own officlals, and the press has been dimin-
ished by the inscrutable isolation in which he
has labored to reach his conclusions. If his
declsions prove to be sound, the damage done
by his methods of reaching them will dis~
appear.

Inscrutebility is the earmark of this style.
Summoning Robert McNamara, McGeorge
Bundy, and Dean Rusk to Texas on Novems-
ber 11, the Rresident asked each man to
examine the usefulness of a bombing pause.
When they met again on December 7, they
thrashed through the pros and cons of the
step. Johnson, by one count, asked 176
questions. As the meeting broke up, Bundy
said to Bill Moyers, “I'll bet you $5 that he’ll
never go for it.”

The President maintalned his ambigulty
down to the day on which the Pope gave him
an opening to prolong the Christmas lull.
He had special polls taken to learn where the
public stood. He talked to friends outside
the administration like Abe Fortas, Clark
Clifford and Arthur Dean. But no one, even
at close range, could be certain where he was
headed.

This exercise Is hard on officials. The
President questlons them severely, often un-
pleasantly, to shake their advocacy. e tries
to get them off balance by misleading them
on his own attitude. He 1s prone to call
them late at night or when they are resting
on weekends.
~ The relentless process is so informal that
no one 1s certain where it begins or ends.
Three weeks ago those at the top level of
Government belleved that Johnson was set to
escalate his bombing to hit cruclal targets
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near Hanol and Haiphong and to increase
his troop foree in South Vietnam to 400,000
men. Today the more dramatic targets have
apparently been eliminated from his bomb-
ing plans and the slgns point to a lesser troop
buildup, perhaps to no more than 800,000
men.

A terrible vacuum is created by the abso-
lute isolation in which Johnson makes deci-
slons like these. He doesn’t bring his own
people along except by the hatter of official
joyalty. Deprived of guldance from the
President or his officials, Congress and the
press are left to flounder in uncertainty, a
state which leaves them little poise.

No President has found a way to satiate
Congress’ eagerness to be consulfed on key
decisions. John Kennedy stirred indigha-
tion by convening all the leaders In Wash-
ington before he announced the Cuban mis-
sile crisis. He asked for thelr judgments but
he made the mistake of letting them realize
that he had already decided what to do.
Lyndon Johnson has briefed, wined, and flat-
tere the Members of Congress but he still
cannot share with them his right to decide.

Johnson’s decislonmaking process would
gain shape and dignity and even glamour if 1t
were more formally tled to the Natlonal
Security Council or to the Kennedy offshoot,
the top-level informal grouping known as
Ex-Comm. There is an aura about delib-
eratlons by these Olympian bodies which
breeds confldence in the decisions that
emerge from them.,

Johnson is unlikely however to change his
style. He does not like large meetings. Te
suspects that they foster hyprocisy and he
knows that they breed leaks. The Kennedy-
Johnson era has reduced the Natlonal Secu-
rity Council apparatus to a highly fluid
state, which seems likely to persist.

One change Is in the offing. The President
feels now that the war’s course has been set
and that the time has come to handle 1t as
an affalr that must be managed efficiently
into the future and not as a crisls problem
centered in the White House. This means
a man to run 1t and a more formal approach
to 1ts conduct. This step could help to
stabilize the atmosphere.

Social. Security Legislation

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. PAUL A. FINO

OF NEW YORK
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. FINO. Mr. Speaker, today I have
introduced legislation which would pro-
vide for social security increases based
on factors combining increases in the
cost of living and the gross national
product.

T have long urged humanization of our
social sccurity system. The benefits we
pay are just not enough. Sometimes the
Congress just cannot keep up with chang-
ing needs.

My proposal is that we link social se-
curity benefits to both increases in the
cost of living and increases in the gross
national product. The link to increases
in the cost of living is obviously impor-
tant to insure that our senlor citizens
are not hurt by inflation and declining
purchasing power. I don’t believe it is
enough just to guarantee senior citizens
the status quo in purchasing power.

I want to ge beyond a cost-of-living
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rise. I want to have social security an-
nuitants share in the American hoom.
I want them to share in the soaring
American economy of the space age.
The work they did in the thirties, the
forties, and the fifties is an inseparable
part of the soaring sixties. We should
not forget our senior citizens. They laid
the foundations for our present economic
level.

The best way to have senior citizens
share in the prosperity they helped cre-
ate above and beyond maintaining their
purchasing power is to link social secu-
rity pensions to the rise in the gross na-
tional product. The factor I would use
is 8 l-percent social security rise for
every 2-percent increase in the gross na-
tional product. This is because not all
of the GNP translates into purchasing
power increases for our beople.

I think that humanization of our social
security structure along the lines of my
legislation is an important aspect of
creating a brgdve new tomorrow.

President Has the Responsibility

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. JACK BROOKS

OF TEXAS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. BROOKS. Mr. Speaker, David
Lawrence, in an excellent column ap-
pearing in the February 22, 1966, Wash-
ington Evening Star, pointed out clearly
the difference between critics who ap-
pear to have missed the main point in
Vietnam discussions and the President
who has the responsibility for acting.

Mr. Speaker, under unanimous con-
sent, I include this reflective column by
David Lawrence.

Crirics SEEM To Miss MAIN POINT
(By David Lawrence)

Recent hearings before the Senate Foreign
Relations Committee—particularly the com-
prehensive statements by the former chair-
man of the Joint Chiefs of Staff, Gen. Max-
well D. Taylor, and Secretary of State Dean
Rusk—produced questions and answers
which undoubtedly clarified the thinking of
many citizens about the Vietnam war. The
critics, however, appear to have missed the
maln point, which is that a President has the -
responsibility for acting on the basls of in-
formation available to him at the moment
of decision.

The President has at his side Cabinet of~
flcers and military men. Always at hand
are up-to-the-minute reports from our
representatives abroad—Ambassadors and
intelligence personnel, civilian and military.
It is easy enough for a Senator to come
out, for example, with the advice that
bombing shouldn’t have been resumed after
the recent truce. Such a critic cannot know
all the facts, and, moreover, he doesn’t have
the responsibllity for making the declsion
itself. If the critic is wrong, no serious harm
is done., But the President is every minute
responsible to the people and a mistake on
his part could he fatal.

Johnson happens to be a master politician
and knows very well that it’s popular to call
for an ending of thie war, as some Senators
are doing. But he knows also that to give
the enemy what 1t wants would only lead
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ko a larger war. Statesmen have been fooled
by appeasement betfore. Johnson can’t take
chances. That's why reckless critics appear
unwittingly to be giving comfort to the
tnemy and causing its resistance to be pro-
longed.

Criticism of comestic policy is one thing,
bul criticism of foreign policy is quite dif-
ierent. Almost  everybody, for instance,
knows the meaning of an internal policy,
and the disputes are not likely to prove dan-
perous to the immediate life of the Nation.
But foreign policy sometimes involves the
risk of losing some lives in order to fore-
siall a larger contlict in. which sacrifices
winild be enormots.

No President would ever purposely or de-
liberately lead the American people into a
larpe war, But mispuided and carsless critics
can o help to do it. They have n feeling
Lhat there’s no harm in airing their views,
zometimes to satisfy exhibitionist tenden-
cies. They regard ns a mere exercise in aca-
fdomic debate the discussion of ways and
weans ot getting cut of the war at any
price. ‘T'hie enemy. however, construes this
as o sipn of weakness and irrescluteness.

‘The President has been firm, but cautious.
n the main, he has upheld the principles
for which Americn fought two world wars
il the Korean war. The “peace offensive,”
for example, which he undertook has been
sneered at by some of the critics as mere
showmanship. Yet. it has had a good effect.
e other nations of the world, large and
small, are now slowly but surely veering
toward the American viewpoint and are be-
ginning to ask themselves what they can do
to belp, even though it might in some cases
2 Loken aid.

On the whole, Lhe United States is making
progress, both in the war and in the mobili-
Aation of world epinion. Captious criticism
al home encourages the enemy to think the
Amnerican people are not behind their Presi-
dent. Maybe it i: time, after all, tor a “vote
of confldence.” Anst Congress can do this by
reallirming the :omt resolution passed in
Aupust 1964, ‘This authorized the Prnsi-
dent to use whotever armed forces are neces-
sary to safeguard the froedom and inde-
pendence of a nation which is under the
protection of the Sontheast Asia Treaty. The
roesolution was overwhelmingly ratified by
3] houses of Congress with only two dis-
senting votes.

American foreirn policy has had its set-
backs.,  But it s-ill stands for the concept
oit ¢ wiversal allinnce of peoples. hased on
the right of each nation to determine its
awn form of government and to be immune
from aggression. If this principle is stanch-
iy maintained in southeast Asta, the Ameri-
vians who have been lost in the wars of the
dwst half century wiil not have died in vain.

Commemorate Armenian Freedom

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

a1y
HION. JOHN R. SCHMIDHAUSER
Dy LOWA
N THE TTOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday. February 23. 1966

My, SCHMIDIATISER. Mr. Speaker,
L would like to take this opportunity to
commemorate the 45th anniversary of
ihie revolt of the Armenian peaple
22ainst the Soviet Union. In 1921, there
WAas an unprising in Armenia asainst the
“oviets who had a faw months eavlier
ken the coun'vy inte protective cus-
ady, so o speak. Unfortunatety, the
sirength of the uprising was not suffici-
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ent to overcome Soviet power and 1t
failed. Since then, Armenia has been
subject to the rule of the U.S.8.R.

It 1s always unfortunate. Mr. Speaker,
when the aspiratiens of any people for
self-government are denied expression.
Zurely in a democracy, we must always
salute the efforts of those who seek free-
dom and mourn any failures which veccur.
In that, spirit, I join my fellow Conpress-
men in commemorating the 45th anni-
versary of the Armenian uprising a#nd in
leoking forward to the day when self-
determination will be a veality for all
peoples,

Pushing Recreation

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

oF

FICH. JOHN A. RACE
Oor WISCONSIN
IN THEE HCUSE OF REPRESENTATI VLS
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. RACE. Mr. Speaker, our distin-
guished eolleague from Wyoming | M.
FoncaLtol, has distinguished himself in
his home State as a leader to provide
reereation arcas for the growing rum-
bers of tourisss. Such leadership is im-
pertant not only from a standpoint of
economic interest, but also as relici to
the already overcrowded conditions
which existing parks and reercation
areas are cxperieneing. ‘There is a grow-
ing awareness, I am sure, in Wyoming,
a3 well as my home State of Wisconsin,
of the desirakility of preserving fo: fu-
ture generations a small part of naiural
anrd historic areas.

Recently the Casper Star-Tribane
commended Congressman RoNcaLin for
his leadership in this field. To acataing
all Members of this body with that en-
dorsement, undsr unanimous consent I
irsert the following editorial at this point
irr Lie Igcoro.

PUSIIING RECREATION

Representative TeEno RoNcALIo hope: for
favorable action at the coming session of
Cungress on four pieces of legislation which
he has introduced with the ohjective of nd-
vancing Wyoming recreational interests

Rowncanio reporte that the Fouse Inierior
Committee is considering his bills to extab-
lislh the Big Horn national resreation wrea,
Mamang Gorge national recreation area and
Lo muke south Pass City » national historic
site ool Possil Butte in Lineoln Coun'y a
ngtional monumens,

Proposals for the two recreation areas
should face no great obstacles, since thes are
tied in with water developmen( and alr:ady
aave besn considerably advanced. Efforts to
establish the n-tional historic site and na-
tional monument conceivably coulrd run into
soane delay although they have much to ~oe-
ommend them.

“Wyomizg has already garcered a srood
share of tne recreation traffic,” RONCATLIO
says. Ihe 1964 stutistics reveal 538,000 visits
to camp grounds in Wvoming, 230,000 visits
to hotels and resorts, 42,000 visits to recrea-
ticnal resido-zes, including summer cuabins
and dude ranches, and 50,000 visits to wild-
erness arens, compared to 43,000 for U:ah,
48,000 for Montra, and 53,000 for Colorado.”

Persons who live in Wyoming may not re-
quire the statistics, since the importance of
tourism and recreation is evident on every
hand. Any steps which can be taken toward
cxpausion of facilities will be welcomed.

February 23, 1966
The Other Side of the Coin

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM L. SPRINGER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. SPRINGER. Mr. Speaker, many
Members of the House have been some-
what surprised at the stalements that
have been made either in press confer-
ences or on the floor of the Senate with
reference to Vietnam.

I attach herewith an excellent aviicle
by Rowland Evans and Robert Novak
dated Wednesday, February 23, 1966.
This article probably should be entitled,
“The Other Side of the Coin.”

(By Rowland Evans and Robert Novak}

Tho ironic aspect of Senator Roperr F.
KENNEDY's stunning, self-damaging break
with President Johnson on Vietnam is the
fact it was precisely what he has been seek-
ing to avoid.

KenwEpy had not wanted a complete break
with the administration nn this key lssue.
Thus, it came as a shock to his own inner
circle that he is now alined on the exireme
edge of the Senate peace bloe for proposing
a Salgon government with Communist par-
ticipation—that is, a coalition government,
The fine print on pledging guarantees to
block a complete Communist takeover was
lost in the shuffle.

Here then is onc of those rarities of big
league politics: A major misealculation with
long-range ramifications. For ever. if IeNn-
WEDY did not intend to go into open opnosi-
tion against the President, he has done so
nonetheless. “This is something we’ll have
to live with for a long time,” asserts a Ken-
nedy intimate.

Barely 2 weeks ago, KENNEDY was strenu-
ously avoiding intimate identification with
the peace Democrats. He toned down anti-
war references proposed for his speeches by
peace-oriented young staflers. He refused Lo
condemn resumption of bombing in Norih
Vietnam. I{is reasons were multiple.

Basically, KenNepy is not in tune wilh
key precepts of the peace movementi. Ie
does not see the U.S. commitment in Viet-
nam as & blunder (and to do so would r..-
pudiate the foreign policy of John . K
nedy). Nor does he view U.S. bombing:
immoral.

Moreover, unlike many peace Democrals,
KENNEDY realizes that strident Washing ton
opposition to the war encourages Cominu-
nist belief that decadent Americans waon 't
or can’t stick it out. In a recent privite
interview, KENNEDY disabused Soviet Urnited
Nations Ambassador Nikolai Federenko of
any notion that the Democratic Party is
divided intc a Johnson wing (prowar) and a
Kennedy wing (antiwar),

But watching last week's Foreign Relatinng
Committee hearing ns a spectator, KrNvEDY
decided everybody was misgsing the poini:
‘I'hat the Communist Vietcong, under Gruw-
ing pressure from Peiping, never would i:e-
gotiate unless assured of participation in a
new South Vietnam Government,

Still hoping to steer clear of the neace
bloc, KENNEDY made his statement al
bress conference—not on the Senate HAoor,
where peace Senators could heap encomimns
on him.,

KeNNEDY an? his friends falled to realive
that his procoalition stand wos more Y-
treme than the public bosition of peace
Senators (even though many in the peace
bloc, but not KENNEDY, would like to Lag
out of Vietnam toraorrow.) “Bonry’s out i

1~
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the House Committee on Un-American
Activities will soon be before the House
of Representatives. The gravity of these
charges impels us, as Members of the
House, to take the greatest care and
study in their consideration.

Under unanimous consent I am insert-
ing these editorials from the New York
Times and the Washington Post—cer-
tainly among the Nation’s leading and
most respected newspapers—in the CoN=
erESSIONAL REecorp and I recommend
thoughtful reading of these articles.
[From the Washington Post, Feb. 4, 19661

SHORT SHRIFT

«“In the past 17 years,” Representative
DoN Epwarps pointed out to the House of
Representatives on Wednesday, ‘“the House
hag voted some 136 times to clte an individual
for contempt of Congress; 129 of thesc clta-
tions were from the House Committee on Un-
American Activities. Of this number thore
were only nine final convictlons, 7 percent.”
Nevertheless, the House once more—unrea-
sonably and unthinkingly, in our judgment—
voted blindly to uphold the committee in
its determination to punish certain re-
calcitrant witnesses. It makes no difference
that these recalcitrant witnesses aro un-
pleasant, unpopular mexn, allegedly officers of
the Ku Klux Klan.

The House supported the committee’s
spleen, moreover, without knowledge of what
was involved, without even an opportunity
to acquaint itself with the facts. It did 1t
on the basis of a lengthy, complicated record
deliberately withheld from it until an hour
and @ half before the motion to vote for the
cltations was Introduced. This is not an
exercise of congressional dellberation or
judgment; it is, at best, an expression of
congressional solidarity and, at worst, an ex-
pression of prejudice against individuals sus-
pected but not convicted of atrocious crimes
or odious opinions.

Besides, there are a pair of important con-
stitutional questions involved in HUAC's in-
vestigation of the Klan. One is whether the
committee’s demand for all of the Klan's
records was a valid one. The Supreme Court
held in connection with the State of Ala-
bama’s demand for the records of the NAACP
that it 18 a violation of the first amend-
ment guarantee of freedom of assoclation to
compel the production of membership lists,
And there s also a serious constitutional
question of whether the committee’s
acknowledged practice of summoning wit-
nesses for the sheer purpose of cxposing
them is a valid exercise of the congrecsional
investigating power.

Violations of law by the Klan are matters
for the FBI and the Department of Justice
to investigate. New legislation to protect
civil rights, if it be needed, is a matter for
the Judiclary Committees of the House and
the Senate to study; they have performed
very well in this respect during the past few
years. Respect for civil rights and clvil
liberties is unlikely to be promoted by con-
tinuing the power of a committee which has
blatantly ignored them for nearly 30 years.

[From the Washington Post, Feb. 9, 19661
LoOYALTY TO WIIAT?

The House of Representatives once again
must decide whether contempt for its Un-
American Activities Commiitee nccessarily
constitutes contempt of Congress. We think
it does not..

The current contempt citations ralse a
special problem. They involve Dr. Jeremiah

Stamler, a renowned heart speclalist who is

director of the Heart Disease Control Pro-
gram of the Chicago Board of Health, and
two of his professional assoclates. They de-
clined, on advice of counsel and on asserted

‘questions put

grounds of principle, to answer some abuslve
to them by the committee.
They also filed an actlon in & Federal district
court—dismissed there but now pending be-
fore the U.S. Court of Appeals for the
seventh Circuit—challenging the commit-
teo's constitutionality and seeking an in-
junction agalnst enforcement of its au-
thority.

Defcrring all judgment on the motives
and merits of this action, we think the
House of Representatives ought to await &
decision by the court of appeals—and by the
Supreme Court, too, if it should come to
that—before clting these persons for con-
tempt. For the questions they ralse are
important and cry out for judicial determi-
natlon. Moreover, this kind of civil actlon
is a far better way to find out if & witness
is obliged to answer commitiee questions
than a criminal prosecution putting him in
jeopardy of a prison sentence.

Years ago, Kenneth Keating, when he was
in the House of Representatives, introduced
s bill which would have required the House
to go to a Federal court for an enforcement
order in the case of recalcitrant witnesses;
this would have given the witnesses an im-
partial judiclal declslon as to the valldity
of the committee’s questions and a chance to
answer In the light of this knowledge. A
witness refusing to answer after being or-
dered to do so by a court would, of course,
be in contempt of court and punishable
accordingly. This ls at once more sensible
end more clvilized than & contempt citation
by Congressmen blindly supporting one of
thelr own commlittees.

In the Stamler case, HUAC violated 1ts
own. rules by releasing the names of sub-
penaed pérsons In advance of the hearings
and causing grave injury to their reputa-
tions, It asked questions redundantly, al-
though it was clear that the witnesses did
not intend to respond, in an obvious effort
to pillory them. And it refused their re-
quest to testify in executive session. These
circumstances and tacties have led more
than 100 eminent law school professors to
join in a letter to all Members of the House
urging them to reject the contempt citations.

Congressmen owe 8 measure of loyalty, of
course, to the committees they have estab-
1ished. But they owe loyalty also to the
good name and the high traditions of the
House of Representatives. For the sake of
loyalty to the Un-American Activities Com-
mittce, they have voted contempt cttatlons
in more than 130 cases since 1950; and only
9 of these have resulted in final convictions.
And ‘they have allowed this committee, ex-
ercising the majestic investigating power of
Congress, to browbeat, torment, and intimi-
aate witnesses In a manner reminiscent of
the Court of Star Chamber which was abol-
ished in 1641. Now would be a good time
to call a halt to this tyranny.

[From the New York Times, Feb. 8, 1966]
Waxerg DoEs THE CONTEMPT LIE?
The House of Representatives votes to-

morrow on o resolution to cite three Chicago .

residents for contempt of Congress for their
refusal to testify before the Committee on
Un-American Activities,

The committee wishes to clte Dr. Jeremiah
R. Stamler, who has won awards for his re-
gearch as head of the heart disease control
program of the Chicago Board of Health, and
two of his assoclates, They were subpenaed
to appear before the committee last May 25

as part of a series of hearings on commu- '

nism in the Chicago area. The U.S. District
Court refused to enjoin enforcement of the
subpena, but an appeal is now pending.
More than 100 law professors have signed a
letter stating thelr opinion that there is &
reasonable prospect that the Supreme Court
may uphold Dr. Stamler and his associates.

A contempt citation at this time would in
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no way clarify the important constitutional
issues nor would 1t provide information for
o commitiee of the House. A contempt cita-
tion is o serious action. Like a grand jury
indictment, 1t is not definitive, but 1t begins
a process of judiclal action that can lead to
fine or Imprisonment and, at the very least,
1t damages one’s personal reputation. When
it cites for contempt, the House is exercising
one of its gravest powers against a private
cltizen.

In the past 15 years the Un-American Ac-
tivities Committee has asked the House to
olte 129 individuals for contempt and the
House—routinely, mechanically, irresponsi-
bly—has acceded to every request. Yet only
nine of these citations resulted in final con-
victions.

Last week's action against seven leaders
of the Ku Klux Klan was typical. Members
of the House freely admitted that they had
had no opportunity “to study all these cita-
tlons, the statements of fact, or the hearings
from which these citations have come,” as
one Representative expressed it. Yet the
Members shouted down a sensible proposal to
refer the cases to a select committee for re-
view and voted instead to send them on their
way to the Justice Department,

There 18 nelther necessity nor sound his-
torlcal precedent for such conduct. The
House runs the danger of bringing itself and
its own procedures into contempt. That is
a far degper wound on the body of free gov-
ernmexRt than any recaleltrant witness could
infiict.

\/} Social Reform Next in Vietnam

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. WILLIAM D. FORD

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. WILLIAM D. FORD. Mr. Speak-
er, the Detroit News, in an editorial on
February 10, sounded a warning which
should be noted by every Member of this
Congress. Commenting on our attempts
to find a peaceful settlement to the prob-
lem of Vietnam, the News pointed out
that social reform is a pressing necessity
in that war-torn country.

without such reform, the News de-
clared, “the guns, however effective, will
leave only a vacuum after any possible
cease-fire.”

The newspaper praised the idea of es-
calation in social reform, or, as Presi-
dent Johnson phrased it, “the struggle
against soclal injustice, hunger, disease,
ignorance, political apathy, and indiffer-
ence.”

I found this editorial most interesting
and thought provoking. I commend it
to the attention of my colleagues, and
under unanimous consent include it in
the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD:

SocIAL REForRM NEXT IN VIETNAM

The newest jet set roves the diplomatic
circuit with statesmen, Cabinet officers, and
generals in orblt all over the Pacific, either
chasing after each other or crisscrossing each
other’s trails. And all because of Vietnam.

Vice President HUMPHREY now takes over
where President Johnson left off at the Ha-
wail conference. He is in Saigon to see that
the counterrevolution gets off the ground.

. If words in communiques mean what they
say and hope is not wishful thinking, the
United States and the South Vietnamese are
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now not only determined to repel the Red
armed terror. We are going to escalate in a
new dimension, committing ourselves, as Mr.
Johnson puts it, to “a struggle against social
injustice, hunger, disease, ignorance, political
apathy and indifference.”

‘I'his newspaper believes the key words
there are “political apathy and indifference.”
For 20 years the South Viethamese have
known little but war. The Vietcong, which
lormerly ofter got away with pledges of land
reform and all the other lures of the Red
utopla, is now having to use force and terror
on the peasants almost everywhere as the
tide ot war shifts and the easy Vietcong vie-
tory is no longer in sight.

iut the peasants didn't like what they ex-
perienced under the late President Diem
cither, and they still distrust Saigon and
what it pledges to do for the rural areas. The
only remedy :3 to clear out the terrorists,
keep them out and then follow through with
bhe kind of reforms Mr. Johnson talks about.

HUMPHREY'S mission also includes talks
with other free Asian nations to see what
they can contribute militarily or technically
Lo the Vietnam effort. It won't be easy.
People who haven't got the tiger directly at
their gates don’t relish action that might
c¢ntice it there.

In part, the 1954 SEATO pact came apart
because only three of its eight members were
nonwhite Asians, The most rewarding sub-
stitute would be some form of agreement
Lthat would get the free nations in Asia whose
frontiers and sccurity depend on the out-
come in Vietnam to realize that no nation is
any longer an island unto itself.

Interdependence--which was the magic
formula for postwar Europe—should be the
goal In Asia today. In Vietnam it's back to
the drawing board of social reform. Other-
wise the guns, however effective, will leave
only vacuum after any possible cease-fire.

1 B . v

Tax Private Colleges?
FEXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF

HON. W. E. (BILL) BROCK

OF TENNESSEE
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. BROCK. Mr. Speaker, H.R. 8282,
now being considered by the Ways and
Means Commitiee, will make several
basic changes in the unemployment,
compensation program. One of these
seems to me to be particularly onerous,
and this is the provision that compul-
50ry unemployment insurance would be
levied on nonprofit, institutions, includ-~
ing private colleges. This same tax
would not, however, be imposed on tax-
supported schaols, This unequal treat-
ment would result in an unfair burden
on the very coliepes and universities that
are today relieving gavernment sup-
ported institutions of higher learning.

I'n Tennessec where there is g large
number of non-tax-supported colleges,
such a tax would place them at an un-
fair disadvantage and hamper the tre-
mendous accomplishments now being
made. A recent, article in the Chicago
Sun-Times forcefully points up this pro-
posed inequity. Under unanimous con-
sent, T include it in the Appendix of the
ILECORD:

ON UNEMPLOYMENT CoMPENSATION

The Federation of Independent Illinois

Colleges and Universities hag ealled our at-
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tention to a bill now before Congress that
would serlously impair the operations of not
alone private colleges and universities but
other nonprofit institutions.

This is House bill 8282, which waould im«
Ppose  compulsory unemployment insurance
upon nonprofit institutions. One curious
aspect of the bill is that it does not impose
the same tax upon tax-supported schools.
This omission, as the federation points out,
“would place the privately supported col-
leges and universities at an unwirranted
disadvantage in their eforts to provide
higher education for a larze percentage of
the students atlending Illinois institutions.”

The private colleges are too important to
Illinois, and to the Nation. for them to be
burdened with this disadvantage .nd ex-
pense. Preliminary estimates indicite that
private institutions have enrolled 428 per-
cent of the 312,180 students attending col-
leges and universities in Illinois, and the
percentage is even higher ir you deduct the
humbers in tax-supported junior colleges
who are not studying for academic degrees.
It takes no slide rule to demonstrate that an
insufferable tax burden would be created if
all the students were enrolled i State
schools,

Furthermore, the employvees of the col-
leges do not need the protection of unem-

ployment insurance, which is desipned to -

protect workers during pericds of depression
or in seasonal or erratic industries. Colleges
and universities offer steady, permanent em-
ployment that is not radically afferted by
season or business cycles., And other non-
profit institutions, such as the YMCA and
the Goodwill Industries, which employ
workers under very special circum: tances,
‘would be irreparably disrupted by the impo-
sition of the tax.

The plan, in a word, seems tn be = thor-
oughly unfertunate one that Congress
should kill once and for all. Tt would create
many problems and solve none.

B L e

War Is War, Debt Debt—by Whatever

Name
BEXTENSION OF REMAREKS

OF

HON. ROBERT M.CLORY

OF ILLINOIS
IN THAE HOUSE OF REPRESENTAT: VES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. McCLORY. Mr. Speaker, in con-
sidering the Tax Adjustment Act of
1966—X.R. 12752—today, designed to
increase revenues for the next fiscal year
by more than $5 billion, it is most appro-
priate to appraise the budget policies
and practices of the administration,
Above all, there would seem to be a duty
to be candid and straightforward with
the Congress.

A serious question about the integrity
cf the Execulive budget is raised by an
article which appeared in yesterdity's—
Tuesday, February 22, 1966—edition of
the Chicago Tribune by Dr. Melchior

alyl. The article follows:

WAR Is WaAR. Depr DEpr—1ny WHATHVER

Namn
(By Dr. Melchior Palyi)

Is falsifying the balance sheet to improve
its public image a prerogative of the Gov-
ernment of these United States?

If your household spends more than it
earns the difference may be coverecl by
the proceeds from. the sale of your home,
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Would you say that there was no deficit?
Just who Is to be fooled?

If a corporation covers its current loss
by the proceeds from the sale of equipment,
without allowing in the balance sheet Tor the
loss of capital-—I submit that a criminal
case would be in the making.

But the Government can indulge in such
deceptive practices and get away with them.
In the budget for 1966-67, expenditures arc
scheduled to rise ahead of tax revenues by
many hillions of dollars.

Yet, the overall deficit will be reduced,
allegedly, from $6.9 billion in the current,
fiscal year to a virtually negligible $500 mil-
lion. The biggest single chief item thal will
produce this fiscal master stroke in the sale
of Government-held loans to privale bor-
rowers. The deficit shrinks by $4.7 billion,
thanks to the unloading of $4.7 billior: worth
of assets—as if net spending had been cut
by that amount.

BORROWS TO FILIL GAP

A deficit means that the Treasury hus to
borrow to fill the gap between expenditures
and revenues. Who is so ignorant as to be-
lieve the claitn that the $4.7 billion is
no part of the deficit because they will not
be borrowed openly?

This claim is a deliberate distortion of the
Treasury’s forthcoming position, camoullag-
ing the assumption of liabilities and the si-
multaneous loss of assets. Selling loans held
in its portfolio is no different in essence from
issuing its own bonds. The Government
has to guarantee capital and interest on the
loans it liquidates.

Money is to be raised by offering guaran-
teed obligations in leu of incurring a direct
debt. But a debt is a debt, by whatever
name it goes. The guarantee obligates the
debtor exactly as the direct borrowing does—-
except that the cost is higher.

WILL LOSE REVENUE

The Treasury will lose the revenue i was
earning on the loans in its possession. And
it will have to accept an additional loss.

interest rates have risen above the arti-
ficially low level that prevailed at the time in
had bought the same loans; the debt in-
struments will have to go at values below
their purchase prices. Moreover, guaran-
teed obligations being less popular than the
direct ones, they have to yield a higher re-
turn. It costs the taxpayer less if the Gov-
ernment markets 1ts own securities Lhan il
it raises money the indirect way.

But what does a difference of some mil-
lions of dollars in annual cost mean along
‘the Potomac? 'The item was conspicious in
the President’s budget message by its ab-
sence. The faked image of having reduced
the deficit while fighting a war and building
a Great Society is what counts, and lct the
extra cost hang.

As to thie financial effect, there 1s no AQif-
ference either between the Treasury borrow-
ing outright or selling its holdings of mort-
gages and Export-Import Bank loans. In
either form, the appeal to the capital mar-
ket will contribute to tightening it and to
boosting interest rates.

OTHER MONKEY BUSINESS

There is nothing wrong about the (iov-
ernment getting out of the business of lend-
Ing money. It should not have been in it to
begin with, What is wrong, and indeed
shameful, is to use a perfectly legitimante
procedure for a legerdemain. Nor is Lhis
the only “monkey business” contained in
the next fiscal year's budget, as presenied
last month,

Revenue estimates are based on the most
optimistic assumptions; or on the shilting
of tax collection dates, an exercise in finan-
cial futility. Expenditures are understited
irresponsibly, relying on supplementary re-
quests—which then will be excused as ¢nIer-
gency requirements. It is assumed, as an
example, that the monthly cost of the Viet-
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" 'To many. of you, this may sound extreme
and unwarranted, Right now, the blossom
of prosperity and well-being seems full-
plown. But, even now, there are clouds in
the sky that are hard to explaln away.
‘Why, in these Jush times, should the home
foreclosure rate for the first half of this year
be the highest since 19852 Why should total
installment debt be rising at a much greater
rate than disposable income? Perhaps
there's a point to the old story of the motorist
who stopped just over the crest of a long
winding hill to ask a natlve if the hill was
dangerous. *“Not here it ain’t,” the old man
replied. “It's down at the bottom where they
all kills thelrselves.”

Perhaps even more significant than the

possible economic consequences of the Great

Soclety are the. spiritual, the moral effects
on our American cltizens. Throughout
most of our almost two centuries as a Nation,
our people have earned an enviable wotld-
wide reputation as dynamic, hard-working
individuals . with almost limitless initlative
and with a consummate faith in our ability
to win the battle of life against any and all
odds. We refused to limit our horizons by
geeking the cushion of securlty. We loved
our freedom with a passion and our Govern-
ment was the servant, not the master, of its
people. We were known, t00, s a people who
worked together for the common good and to
whom the unsolicited and unconditional
helping hand was & way of life. 'This was our
formula for both greatness and human dig-
nity. And how well 1t worked.

In more recent years, we have seen &
gradusal change in the composite American,
away from those traditional characteristics
and attributes. The new American is s more
selfish individual, more security-consclous,
less self-rellant, and more demanding of
others. He seeks to avold responsibility and
feels little compulsion to practice the virtue
of humean charity. He has sought success-
fully to transfer his erstwhile responsibilities
to his Government, the caring for the poor,
the sick, and the elderly, the guaranteeing
of his own security, the development of his
community, his protection against the buffet-
ings of the world, the education—even the
raising—of his children, his economic in-
sulation agalnst the consequences of his own
excesses and stupidity.

In return for this paternal benevolence,
he has been willing to trade measure after
measure of his personal freedom. FHe has
become willing to conform to the master
plan to become a number in the computer
of life, He has surrendered his freedom of
choice to a dominating government which
prescribes the exact method by which he may
seek the type of welfare and happiness which
that government feels 1s best for him. It is
becoming the same sort of welfare and hap-
piness that is available to everyone else—no
more, no less. Each new milestone in the
path toward the Great Soclety takes more
from the “haves” and distributes it to the
“have-nots”, places more burdens on the
“can-do” individuals in order to glve more
benefits to the “couldn’t-care-less” boys.

We haven’t reached the end of this parade.
The reglmentation is only beginning. The
longer we fail to realize what we are doing to
ourselves and to our Nation, the more diffi-
cult it will become to lift ourselves by the
bootstraps from the mire of personal and na-
tional mediocrity.

What is needed to alter this collision
course with a fate of collective insignifi-
cance? The motivation must come from us,
the people, millions of people inspired by
the memory of their forefathers, those great
Americans whose blood still runs—albelt
weakly—in our veins. Fired by that inspira-
tion, we must dedicate ourselves to a re-
birth and remoldipg of the great American
image, pledging our efforts and working tire-
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lessly to enlist the efforts of others in the
task of transforming our Nation once again
into a land of Industrious, responsible citi-
zens who mneither need nor want to live by
Government handout. Until we break the
shackles of Government subsidy—and the
attendant shackles of Government control
over our most private decisions and actions—
we will mot restore the priceless American
freedom which we are now unwittingly sell-
ing—plece by plece—in return for the
shoddy security of public charity.

Not Everyone Wants Federal Aid

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. HAROLD R. COLLIER

OF ILLINOIS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 8, 1966

Mr. COLLIER. Mr. Speaker, in these
days when so many individuals and com-
munities are out to get all the money
they can from the U.S. Treasury, 1t is
good to know that there are some who
prefer to solve thelr local problems with-
out help from Washington, D.C.

1 recently received a copy of a petition
which was signed by 1,500 residents of
Maine Township High School District
No. 207, which is located in my district.
The petition, which was addressed to the
U.S. Commissioner of Education, urged
that he deny the school district’s appli-
cation for Federal aid.

Under leave to extend my remarks in
the REecorp, I include a copy of the
petition:

FEBRUARY 17, 1966,
Mr. Harorp Howe, Jr., i
Commissioner of Education,
U.S. Office of Education,
Washington, D.C.

DEear SIR: It has come to our attention that
high school district 207, Dempster Street and
Potter Road, Park Ridge, Ill,, i8 about to ap-
ply for a planning grant under title III of
Public Law 89-10 for the purpose of planning
for a center for diagnosis and remediation of
reading and communication problems of
children in the area it serves,

Your attention is called to section 304
{b) (2) of title IIT which expressly provides
that applications for grants under this title
may be approved by you only if the applica-
tion is consistent with criteria established
by you, which eriteria shall be developed on
the basls of a conslderation, among other
things, of the relative needs of persons in
different geographlical areas and “their finan-
cial ability to provide those services and ac-
tivitles, and * * * the relative ability of
particular local educational agencles within
the State to provide those services and ac-
tlvities.”

We are advising you of the foregoing be-

eause In. our opinion high school district 207

may be misleading your office by implylng
that the area concerned does not have the
flnancial ability to teach its children to read.
A revliew of the most recent census report
concerning this area will quickly reveal that
it is a stable and financially sound ares, with
the restdents of the area enjoying an income
substantially in excess of average, .

We believe the filing of this application for
a grant on the part of high school district
207 constitutes a typical example of people
trying to get something for nothing, “as long
as the money is there anyway.”

A927

We strongly urge you to deny the applica-
tlon of district 207 and to utilize the llmited
funds avallable for the purposes described in
title ITI for more unfortunate segments of
our State. '

Respectfully . yours,

Sacial Revolution for Vietnan‘/ I\/

SPEECH

'HON. JAMES C. CORMAN

. OF CALIFORNIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 22, 1966

Mr. CORMAN, Mr. Speaker, the re-
cent talks in Honolulu were directed
toward a primary emphasis upon a pro-
gram of social revolution in the Vietnam
countryside.

Social reform must be an integral part
of our efforts in Vietnam because the
elimination of Vietcong terrorism can be
of no permanent usefulness unless the
people are able to rebuild thelr lives and
their economy. '

The Los Angeles Times, on February
10, discussed the urgent priorities in-
volved in this social revolution. Their
perceptive editorial follows:

[From the Los Angeles Times, Feb. 10, 1966]
S0cIAL REVOLUTION FOR VIETNAM

Whatever new military steps might have
been secretly decided upon at the Honolulu
conference of top American and South Viet-
namese leaders, the public emphasis of the
talks—and thus the public commitment—
was focused upon an ambitious program of
“gocial revolution” in the Vietnam country-
side. .

This is the “other war,” the war of reform,
which has the dual alm of béttering the lives
of the people and of eradicating the accum-
ulated grievances upon which the Vietcong
have built so much of their success.

It is & war we have not.been winning.

President Johnson made it clear in his Los
Angeles remarks that he knows how hard
are the tasks the United States and South
Vietnamese Governments have set for them-
selves. Officials in the field whose Job it is to
catry out the planned programs of social,
economlc and political constructlion know
even hetter the enormous obstacles to be
overcome. )

“Even assuming total dedication on the part
of South Vietnams leaders and the ready
avallability of U.S, dollars, the going will be
slow at best. The new programs, In fact,
probably won’t reach more than 10 percent
of the village population by the end of the
year, Nor will simply sending cadres into

‘these villages of itself assure progress.

The first requisite, of course, is to clear
areas of the Vietcong and to provide enough
protection so that the Communists won't
come back. Without securlty, peasants will
have no incentive to cooperate and without
cooperation there can be no reforms,

Next the Saigon government must find and
adequately train the more than 40,000 teach-
ers, health workers, techniciang and adminis-
trators needed to start and carry out the
soclal revolution. Without well-prepared
and highly motivated personnel, reforms
cannot even be talked about.

Recruiting these workers won’t be easy.

since the rebellion began, 20,000 of tr.em
have been murdered, They are Vietcong
targets because they represent the govern-
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ment and because they carry the promise of
improving life for the people, thereby under-
cutting the Vietcong appeal.

Those in this country and elsewhere who
pretend to see the Vietcong as a movement
against repression have yet to explain how
killing nurses, doctors, teachers, and agricul-
tural workers serves this end.

tinally. there is the task of overcoming
deep-rooted attitudes which stand in the
way ot reform. Cynicism, corruption, sus-
picion, class prejudice, a reluctance to adopt
tew methods—all will be working against
the new programs,

General Ky, his prestige bolstered by the
Honolulu talks--the first time & Vietnamese
Premier has met an American President-—
gives every public indication of being be-
hind the reform program. It will take his
full support, and much more besides, if there
is Lo be any hope for success in this overdue
but still vital revolution.

Pacification

;X TENSION OF REMARKS

or

HON. EMILIO Q. DADDARIO

0F CONNECTICUT
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. DADDARIO. Mr. Speaker, to
bring pacification in South Vietnam-—
and a sense of identity on the part of the
people with the Saigon government—will
not be easy. Premier Ky could hardly
have been more frank when, in describ-
ing to President Johnson the new rural
pacification teams, he said:

‘They will seek to instill in the rural peo-
ple a sense of unity with our Nation, a feel-
ing which I am sorry to say, Mr. President
and gentlemen, hag not always been prevalent
in our country.

I feel that the difficulties and the chal-
lenge of the pacification program were
well illustrated in a recent editorial in
the Hartford Times. It stated:

Reduced to particulars, President John-
son’s official conference in Honolulu is in-
lended to review and amplify the means to
consolidate military gaing made or expected
In South Vietnani.

And it added:

Such action is required if we are to elimi-
nate the tidal wnves of success and failure
in establishing territorial control under con-
ditions of guerrilla warfare.

The editorial is somewhat long-—and
extremeiy enlightening. Because I am
certain that some of my colleagues will
want to read it in its entirety I herewith
make i available to them by inserting
it in the REcorp. as follows:

[Froin the Harllord Times, Feb. 7, 1966 |

J’AC;FI(’?A’I‘ION’ PROGRAM

Reduced to particulars, President John-
son’s official conference in Honolulu is in-
lended to review and amplify the means to
ronsolidate military gains made or expected
in South Vietnam.

Such action is required if we are to elimi-
nate the tidal waves of success and failure
in establishing territorial control under con-~
ditions of guerrilla warfare.

In military operations designed to wrest
territory from Vietcong dominance, pacifica-
tion has been tentative and temporary. As
our troops have moved on or as their direct
#rip on an area has been relaxed, there usu-
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ally has been a reinfiltration of Vieteong in-
fluence. Territory once secured and returned
to South Vietnara administration has often
ecome & no-man’s land, insofar as the firm
loyalties of the loeal population can be meas-
ured.

Our troops crush Communists or force
them to flee, but behind is left a vacuum of
physical chaos and disorganization of life
not easily repaired under present circum-
stances.

What contribution to stability can be ex-
pected of perpetual refugees, abandoned in
a contest that grinds them again and again
in the jaws of war? Uprooted and tossed
about by repeated violence, they are maneu-
verable by the enemy for his purposes.

In the President’s mission are included
Secretary of Agriculture Orville L. Freeman
and Secretary of Health, Education, and
Welfare John W. Gardner.

Their task will be to devise ways to fill the
altermath voids of war with rural develop-
ment and reconstruction programs aimed to
ericourage the return of production and con-
fidence, if not of complete tranquility, to
those parts of South Vietnam from which
the Communists are expelled.

On several occasions Ambassador Henry
Cabot Lodge has urged the adoption of ef-
tective pacification programs of an economic
and social nature. He has held these to be
inescapable adjuncts of successful military
action to free South Vietnamn of its Com-
rnunist subversives,

The President says that a substantial part
of the Honuvlulu session is being devoted to a
pacification program that will improve mili-
tary security. “We want to be sure that we
have our best planning and our maximum
effort put into it.” he explained.

Certainly it will be most diflicult—if it be-
comes necessary—1to wage more extensive
war beyond a line of increasing rearward
sabotage and terrcr.

It has been said that the American experi-
ence in Vietnam is militarily and politically
unique for us. That is not quite so.

At this stage there exist in South Viet-
nam some remarkable resemblances to the
conditions nf the Philippine Insurrection. an
almost-forgotten struggle that embroiled the
United States in the islands from 1899 until
1902.

The operation involved 100,000 men. It
was a guerrilla war with a “disappearing
enemy” in which a majority of the engage-
ments occurred within 50 miles of Manila.
Our casualties were heavy. The insurrec-
tionists seeking independence under
Aguinaldo were well supplied with foreign
arms. There was deep division of sentiment
in this country concerning the propriety of
U.3. military and political policy in the
Philippines.

Bventually the United States prevailed and
put down the internal revoli, but impor-
tantly contributing to that was a pacification
program of rural aid, education and health
services to reinforce the militury campaign.

In character and in purpose the proposals
for South Vieinam now under study in
Honolulu recall measures that previously
proved effective in the same area of the
world and under comparable conditions.

T e

A 4.Year House

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. F. BRADFORD MORSE

OF MASSACHUSETTS
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. MORSE. Mr. Speaker, in the cur-
rent issue of Newsweek, Walter Lipp-~

1966

mann discusses the proposal for a con-
stitutional amendment that would ex-
tend the term of Members of the House
from 2 to 4 years. Mr. Lipmann thought-
fully points out that many of the reasons
for the establishment of the 2-year term
in our Constitution are still valid and im-
portant. He argues, correctly in my
Judgment, that the way to improve the
effectiveness of the House is to stream-
line its organization and procedures.

I ask unanimous consent to include
Mr. Lippmann’s column in the CONGRES-
SIONAL RECORD,

[From Newsweek, Feh. 28, 1966 |
A 4-YEarR Housk
(By Walter Lippmann)

The President has recommended 5 consti-
tutional amendment to lengthen the terms
of Members of the House from 2 years to 4,
This amendment would not go into eifect
before the election of 1972, until President
Johnson himself is sure to have retired. Mr.
Johnson proposed that election to the House
be held in Presidential years, and he would
therefore abolish the midterm election.

The main argument for the amendment is,
in the President’s words, that Members of the
House would be “freec of campaigning for a
period sufficiently long to enable them to
master the work of the House.” In addition,
a 4-year term would “reduce the cost—finan-
cial and political—of holding congressional
office’”” and in general would, it is hoped, make
the office more attractive to “the best men in
private and public life.”

The purposes of President Johnson's
amendment are excellent. But it raises, so it
seems to me, problems which are at least as
serlous as those which it proposed to solve.

Thus, as proposed by the President, the
House of Representatives would be elected
only in presidential years, and the term of
each Member of Congress would coincide
with that of the President. This would mean
that the ouly consultation with the voters
during the President’s 4-year term would
take place in the third of the States where
there was a midterm election of a Senator.

THE FRESIDENT’'S MEN

This would, as I see it, reduce greally, if
it did not destroy entirely. the function of
the House as the organ of government which
is closest to the voters. The Members of the
House who belong to the President’s party
would tend to be the President’s men. For
since a President is usually renominated for
& second term, the Congressman elected with
a President would be under heavy presisure
to follow the President obediently. Insiead
of the House being close to the voters, as the
Constitution intended, the President would
be interposed. This would leave a haphaz-
ard one-third of the Senate to exercise the
role intended for the House by the Constitu-
tional Convention.

I myself am a firm believer in strong pregi-
dential government, and I believe that Wood-
row Wilson was right, in his denunciation of
congressional government. But the proposed
amendment would remove the main check
upon presidential government, and in the
electronic age the President in office with his
well-nigh monopalistic control of television
would acquire undue and excessive power.

In order to cure this defect in President
Johnson’s proposal, it has been argued that
the term be lengthened to 4 years but Lhat
only half the House be elected in a Presiden-
tial year, the other half in the midterm.
Though this is bstter than the President’s
proposal. it too raises great problems. The
seats in the House would have to be divided
in two parts, one-half being elected in the
presidential years and the other in the mid-
term. It would be virtually impossible un-
der such an arrangement to know whether or
not the House reflected the views of the vob-
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ers in the middle of the President’s term of
office.

THE CONSTITUTIONAL CONVENTION

In the Constitutional Convention of 1787
the discussion turned on whether the terms
should be 1, 2, or 3 years. The 1-year
term was rejected on the ground that it was
too short, considering how slow was travel
from the constituencies to the Capital. The
3-year term, which Madison supported, was
rejected also—on the ground, I suppose, that
it would call for the election of a third of
the House each year, and that this would
prevent or at Jeast obstruct the election of &
House which supported the President who
was elected, If the voters want so-and-so
to be President, they should be able also to
give him a majority in the Houge. If, on the
other hand, the voters have become seriously
opposed to the President’s conduct of the
office, they should be able to express their
disagreement by depriving him of a ma-
jority in the House.

So, the Constitutional Convention settled
on the 2-year term, and it seems to me that
no sufficlent case has yet been made for
reversing its declsion.

The substantial argument in favor of the
4-year term is that Congressmen from close
constitutencies do not have time to “master
the work of the House” owing to “the in-
exorable pressures of biennial campaigning
for reelection.” 'This argument should be
examined closely and thoroughly with a view
to determining whether the real trouble is
the shortness of the term or whether it is
not, as Mr. Joseph W. Sullivan hag pointed
oub in the Wall Street Journal, that the Con-
gressmen have to devote too much time to
such tasks as interviewing candidates for
West Point and running errands for their
constituents. This might well be remedied
by providing them with a bigger staff of
competent asslstants.

This is the line on which we ought to be-
gin to study the improvement of the guallty
of the House.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS
1

HON. AL ULLMAN

OF OREGON
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Monday, February 21, 1966

Mr. ULLMAN. Mr. Speaker, the Port-
land Oregonian of February 10 stated
editorially that Vietnam “must be re-
vitalized politically and economically be-
fore it can stand alone.”

The President’s announcement that
there must be social and political re-
forms, as well as battlefield victories,
was noted by the newspaper, which said:

Mr. Johnson’s new tactic would appear to
be the result of the sudden realization that
the rehabilitation of South Vietnam may be
more important, in the long view of things,
than the immediate problem of driving out
the Red invaders; that the economic aid
aspect of the overall effort is in more urgent
need of escalation at the moment. -

The paper believes that if we can con-
vince more South Vietnamese that they
have a better prospect of future peace
and happiness under the Saigon govern-
ment than under Red rule, then it might
not be so difficult to clean out Vietcong
strongholds and keep them clean.

T offer this thought-provoking article
for the REcorp, convinced that others
will find it as worth while as I did.

New Tactics in Vietnam \) M
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[From the Oregonlan, Feb. 10, 1966]
Tae OTHER SHOE

The declaration of Honolulu marks o sig-
nificant change of emphasis in U.S. policy
in South Vietnam. No longer will the United
States appear to the rest of the world merely
to be stubbornly fighting on in southeast
Asla while attempting, through various stick-
and-carrot technlques, to lure the enemies of
the Salgon government to the conference
table. Now President Johnson has declared
his intent to export the CGreab Society to
South Vietnam, to create conditions in
which, once the shooting ceases, it may hope
to survive as an independent and largely
gelf-suficient nation. It is an idealistic and
possibly unsttainable goal, but at least the
approach is bold and positive. And 1t gives
real meaning at last to the phrase, “‘peace
offensive.”

The shortcomings in
have become evident. It is not enough to
seek o military solution, with a peace con-
ference and Inevitable compromises which
probably would lead in time to the very situ-
ation we are battling to prevent—the ulti-
mate Communist takeover of South Vietnam.
Yet that weary and battle-torn country is in
no condition to defend ltself politically any
more than it can do so militarily with its
present resources. It must be revitalized
polttically and economically before it can
stand alone.

The United States has of course been car-
rying on a civilian aid program, trylng to
petter the lot of Vietnamese in areas not
wholly dominated by the Vietcong, But 1t
has been a relatively minor effort, subordi-
nated to the seemingly more vital U.8. mili-
tary objectives.

Mr. Johnson's new tactic would appear to
be the result of the sudden realization that
the rehabilitation of South Vietnam may be
more important, in the long view of things,
than the immediate problem of driving out
the Red Invaders; that the economic ald
aspect of the overall effort is in more urgent
need of escalation at the moment. Looking
at it another way, we may not need so much
manpower to clean out Vietcong strongholds
and keep them clean if we can do & better
job of persuading more South Vietnamese
that they have a better prospect of future
peace and happiness under the Salgon gov-
ernment than under Red rule.

Characteristically, having reached this
conclusion, L.B.J. has moved suddenly and
dramatically. The sending of Vice Presldent
HuperT HUuMPHREY and top members of the
white House team to Salgon may not con-
tribute much to the effort from & practical
standpoint; the real work must be done by
those on the ground, with a better under-
standing of the Vietnamese peasant soclety.
But the official presence of top Government
officlals cannot fail to have a beneficlal effect
in impressing anew on both our allles and
enemies that we are determined to give South
Vietnam her opportunity for freedom and
independence, and we will not leave the field
while a realistic hope of this remains,

Hear that thump, world? That was Presi-
dent Johnson, dropping the other shoe.

our previous policy

Peace Corps Volunteers

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

OF
HON. WESTON E. VIVIAN
OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Wwednesday, February 23, 1966

Mr. VIVIAN. Mr. Speaker, on Decem-
ber 27, 1965, two Peace Corps volun-
tet_ers——Miss Raren Ann Hiner and Mr.

A929

Arthur G. Webster III—celebrated their
wedding ceremony while on duty in
Fastern Nigeria. The bride is a con-
stituent of the Honorable WILLIAM S.
Avrss; of Ohio, while the groom resides
in the Second District of Michigan, which
1 am privileged to represent in this
House.

The couple met in training last sum-
mer at West Michigan University in
Kalamazoo, where their contingent spent
11 weeks preparing to teach in Nigeria.

The wedding was conducted in Enugu,
the capital of Eastern Nigeria. The wed-
ding party was dressed in traditional Ni-
gerian attire for the ceremony.

Following completion of their Peace
Corps service in 1967, Mr. and Mrs. Weh-
ster plan to pursue university teaching
careers, and hope to return to the Uni-
versity of -Nigeria after further study
in the United States. Both are enthu-
siastic about the stimulating atmosphere
of the new university, buil{ with U.S. aid.
The University of Nigeria is presently
a partner school of Michigan State Uni-
versity, and participates in the interna-
tional exchange program of American
and Nigerian students and faculty.

Karen and Gary have expressed their
hope that more projects of this type will
arise as part of America’s program of
aid-in-self-development to the new Afri-
can States, I am proud of their service;
it symbolizes the dedication of some 9,000
Peace Corps volunteers, serving in every
quarter of the globe. I know that my
colleagues join me in wishing Mr. and
Mrs. Webster a long and happy life to-
gether.

Interlochen Arts Academy Orchestra

EXTENSION OF REMARKS

HON. ROBERT P. GRIFFIN

OF MICHIGAN
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES
Tuesday, February 22, 1966

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker, I am
bursting with pride because the great
National Music Camp is located at Inter-
lochen in the Ninth Congressional Dis-
trict which I am honored to represent.
This cultural center, founded by Dr.
Joseph Maddy, has become an institution
and a way of life for many hundreds of
talented young musicians from all parts
of the world.

Last Monday evening, February 21,
several hundred people were privileged
to attend a concert of the Interlochen
Arts Academy Orchestra held in the
Department of State Auditorium. For
all who were there, it was an experience
that will be long remembered.

Set forth below is a review written by
Cecelia H. Porter for the February 22,
1966, issue of the Washington Post, as
well as a review by Wendell Margrave
which appeared in the February 22, 1966,
issue of the Evening Star:

[From the Washington (D.C.) Post,
Feb. 2, 1966]
INTERLOCHEN STUDENTS PERFORM LIKE ADULTS
(By Cecelia H. Porter)

Nearly 90 red-coated teenagers massed on

the stage of the State Department’s West
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